UNTHINKABLE THINKING 


No. CLXXXI (181) January 1, 2011 


The New Year promises to be eventful. A New York commentator makes common 


sense suggestions for a variety of situations. 


It is difficult not to think that 2011 will be a momentous year. The world lies in 
darkness of mind and corruption of will. The Church which should be “light of the 
world” for the mind and “salt of the earth” against corruption of the will, is in eclipse. 
It is still there, but its light and warmth, by the fault of men, barely reach them any 


longer. 


Such being the case, troubles of the world and from the world must come upon us. 
There is going to be, this year or soon after, an unimaginable sea-change in human 
affairs. The inexorable laws of reality are about to turn world economics upside down, 
yet most “economists,” professional fools, are still peddling dreamland. To help family 
fathers in particular to think “outside the box,” let me quote some advice from one 
writer and speaker on practical affairs who has rather less lost his grip on reality: 


Gerald Celente, from the New York area (trendsresearch.com):— 


“We are continually asked to provide specific trend-focused guidance on what to do to 
weather the financial storms... There are no simple or one-size-fits—all solutions. Every 
individual situation 1s different. If you are unemployed in a rural area, you will have a 


different set of possibilities, and a different set of problems, than people in cities or suburbs. 


The key element to realize is that this is going to be a long haul. This is a time of 





contraction, and a time for conservation and preservation. Overall, there will be less 





disposable income, and fewer dollars to spend on non-essentials. What was considered 


an “essential” when money flows becomes “frivolity” when it dries up. 


“When looking for work, if your better judgment tells you the job you had is no longer 
an option (real estate agent, mortgage broker, publishing, construction, retail, auto 
worker, etc.), now may be the time, if at all practical, to live out your dream. What 
have you always wanted to do? Have you discovered any unique talents and abilities 


that set you apart from others? Look systematically at what you would most enjoy 


doing and what the chances are to make a living out of it. That’s a starting point. If 
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the only work you can find is menial, be the best at it. Do it with creativity and 





without resentment, and higher level possibilities will present themselves. If you do 
what you love, you'll never have to “work.” One definition of happiness might be: 


“When you wake up in the morning and what you have to do is what you would 


choose to do.” 


“Assess your personal situation. Look for people of like mind, in similar situations 
with complementary skills. There is strength in numbers. A group with a goal can 


initiate a program that would be unthinkable and unworkable for an individual.” 


The underlinings are mine. I shall be delighted if I prove to be wrong, but I do think 
now that action’s top priority is soon going to be survival. Gerald Celente provides 
here a few lines of thought. Pray, of course, that is essential, but as the old saying goes, 


also keep rowing to shore. 
To all readers I send my blessing for the New Year. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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ASSISI-ISM — NO! 


No. CLXXXII (182) January 8, 2011 


By their practical approval of all religions, the Conciliar Popes’ Assisi events greatly 


facilitate the eternal damnation of countless souls. 


Some people are still afraid that Archbishop Lefebvre’s Society of St Pius X is on the 
way to a bad agreement with Benedict XVI’s Rome, but by the Pope’s Assisi-ism 
amongst other things, one might say that Benedict XVI himself is doing his best to 


prevent any such occurrence. 


Six days ago he argued in theory that the world’s “great religions” can constitute “an 
important factor of the peace and unity of mankind.” Five days ago he announced in 
practice that in October of this year he will go “as a pilgrim” to Assisi to 
commemorate the 25th anniversary of the Prayer Meeting of World Religions held 
there by Pope John-Paul II in 1986. But the theory of all “great world religions” 
contributing to world peace was absolutely rejected by Archbishop Lefebvre, and the 
practice of the 1986 Prayer Meeting in Assisi he condemned as a flagrant violation of 
the First Commandment, which, coming from the Vicar of Christ, constituted a 
scandal unheard of in all the history of the Church. Only the fear of too much 
repetition being counter-productive might have stopped him from castigating this 


latest piece of Assisi-ism. 


However, the Archbishop did recognize that all too few Catholics then grasped the 
enormity of the scandal. This is because the whole modern world marginalizes God, 
brackets out the divinity of Our Lord Jesus Christ, makes religion a matter of free 
choice and turns Catholic Tradition into a mere question of sensibility or feeling. 
Infecting even the Popes, this way of thinking has become so normal all around us 


that every one of us is threatened. Let us get back to basics: — 


All being requires a First Cause. That Cause, to be the First, must be Being Itself, 
which must be all-perfect being, because any second god, to differ from the First, 
would have to have some perfection lacking to the First. So the true God can only be 
one. This one true God took human nature once, and only once, in the divine Person 


of Our Lord Jesus Christ, who proved his divinity by a quantity and quality of 
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miracles that have accompanied no other man ever, but have accompanied his Church 
ever since: the Roman Catholic Church. Membership of that Church is by faith and is 
open to all men. If they believe, that is the indispensable start of their eternal 
salvation. If they refuse to believe, they are on their way to eternal damnation (Mk. 


XVI, 16). 


Therefore if by their past and future Assisi events, Popes John-Paul II and Benedict 
XVI have encouraged souls to think that Catholicism is not the one and only way to a 
happy eternity, but merely one amongst many other promoters (even if it is the best) 
of mankind’s “peace and unity” in this life, it follows that both Popes have facilitated 
the dreadful damnation of countless souls in the next life. Rather than have any part in 
such a betrayal, Archbishop Lefebvre preferred to be scorned, rejected, despised, 


marginalized, silenced, “excommunicated,” you name it. 


There is a price to be paid for holding to the Truth. How many Catholics are ready to 
pay it? 


Kyrie eleison. 
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DANGEROUS DREAMLAND 


No. CLXXXIII (183) January 15, 2011 


Before Vatican IT the admirable Fr. Fahey warned that Catholics were not being 
armed to fight in today’s war on the Faith. 


Somebody just sent me a few sentences of Fr. Denis Fahey (1883-1954), which prove 
that before Vatican II not every Catholic was “asleep at the switch.” Is that to say that 
many Catholics were? There can be no doubt of it. Moreover many still are, including 
a number of so-called Traditional Catholics, because the same causes produce the 
same effects, and the causes that gave rise to Catholics’ blindness in the mid-20th 


century are stronger than ever in this early 21st century. 


Here is the brief extract from Fr. Fahey’s “Kingship of Christ and Organized 
Naturalism” (1943). (the sentences are numbered for purposes of commentary 
afterwards):— 1/ “Catholics are succumbing to the machinations of the enemies of 
Our Lord because they are not being trained for the real combat of this world. 2/ 
They leave school without an adequate knowledge of the organized opposition which 
they will be sure to encounter, and with only hazy notions on the points of the social 
order which they must defend . . . 3/ and Catholics who really fight for a true 


Christian order are always sure to find Catholics in the opposite camp.” 


1/ Since the mass of people in today’s world no longer believe that the truly good life 
is to be led in Heaven with God, thanks to salvation through faith in Our Lord Jesus 
Christ and in his Church, then they trust in men to provide the good life on this 
earth, and so politics become in effect their religion, and their governments take the 
place of God’s Providence. It becomes then more and more difficult for people to 
believe that their governments and way of life are virtually controlled by the very real 
enemies of Our Lord — for instance, how could our governments possibly be lying to 
us about 9/11? Yet such trust in modern governments betrays a woeful grasp of reality, 
and however widespread it may be, if Catholics let themselves slip into sharing it 
(without toppling over into becoming revolutionaries), they will inevitably be “not 
trained for the real combat” of the Faith in this world. Moreover, buying into the 


dreamland here below, they will have serious difficulty reaching the real Heaven of the 
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real God above. 


2/ It may be difficult to teach schoolchildren and seminarians that Our Lord has bitter 
enemies, because their organized opposition is skilfully disguised. But the youngsters 
are “certain to encounter” that opposition, so unless that disguise is ripped off by the 
teachers preparing them for life or for the priesthood, the Catholic youngsters will be 
going into combat with blinkers, or with one hand tied behind their back. And since 
individualistic liberalism is heavily promoted by the enemies of Our Lord in order to 
dissolve what remains of Christian order, then the youngsters need in particular to 
learn well what Mother Church teaches on “the points of the social order that they 


must defend” and on the social nature of man. 


3/ Alas, as that great Pope of the 19th century, Pius IX said, even the bitter enemies 
of Our Lord outside the Church are less to be feared than liberal Catholics within the 
Church. The latter will ridicule the idea that anybody could be “machinating” against 
Our Lord. After all, “Ithn’t evewybody nithe?” (“Isn’t everybody nice?,” said with an 
effeminate lisp.) No, they are not! 


Fr. Fahey, pray for us! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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FEW ELECT? 


No. CLXXXIV (184) January 22, 2011 


Free-will’s inclination to sense delights accounts for the damnation of numberless 


souls, but also for God’s Paradise being no little reward. 


Why is it so seemingly difficult to save one’s soul? Why — as we are told — are 
relatively few souls saved in comparison with the number of souls damned? Since God 
wishes for all souls to be saved (I Tim.I], 4), why did he not make it somewhat easier, 


as he surely could have done? 


The swift and simple answer is that it is not that difficult to save one’s soul. Part of the 
agony of souls in Hell is their clear knowledge of how easily they could have avoided 
damnation. Damned non-Catholics might say, “I knew there was something to 
Catholicism, but I chose never to go into the question because I could see ahead that I 
would have to change my way of life.” (Winston Churchill once said that every man 
runs into the truth at some time in his life, but most men turn the other way.) 
Damned Catholics might say, “God gave me the Faith, and I knew that all I needed 
was to make a good confession, but I reckoned it was more convenient to put it off, 
and so I died in my sins . . .” Every soul in Hell knows that it is there by its own fault, 
by its own choice. God is not to be blamed. In fact looking back on their lives on 
earth, they see clearly how much he did to try to stop them from throwing themselves 
into Hell, but they freely chose their own fate, and God respected that choice... 


However, let us delve a little deeper. 


Being infinitely good, infinitely generous and infinitely happy, God chose — he was in 
no way obliged — to create beings that would be capable of sharing in his happiness. 
Since he is pure spirit (Jn. IV, 24), such beings would have to be spiritual and not just 
material, such as animal, vegetable or mineral. Hence the creation of angels with no 
matter in them at all, and men, with a spiritual soul in a material body. But that very 
spirit by which angels and men are capable of sharing in divine happiness necessarily 
includes reason and free-will, indeed it is by the free-will freely choosing God that it 
deserves to share in his happiness. But how could that choice of God be truly free if 


there was no alternative to choose that would turn away from God? What merit does a 
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boy have in choosing to buy a volume of Shakespeare if there is only Shakespeare for 
sale in the bookstore? And if the bad alternative exists, and if the free-will is real and 
not just a pretence, how are there not going to be angels or men who will choose what 


is not good? 


The question may still be asked, how can God have foreseen to allow the majority of 
souls (Mt.VII, 13-14; XX, 16) to incur the terrible punishment of refusing his love? 
Answer, the more terrible Hell is, the more certain it is that to every man alive God 
offers grace and light and strength enough to avoid it, but, as St Thomas Aquinas 
explains, the majority of men prefer the present and known joys of the senses to the 
future and unknown joys of Paradise. ‘Then why did God attach such strong pleasures 
to the senses? Partly no doubt to ensure that parents would have children to populate 
his Heaven, but also surely to make all the more meritorious any human being’s 
putting the pursuit of pleasure in this life beneath the true delights of the next life, 
which are ours for the wanting! We need only want them violently enough (Mt.X]I, 
12)! 





God is no mediocre God, and to souls loving him he wishes to offer no mediocre 


Paradise. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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TRADITIONAL INFECTION 


No. CLXXXV (185) January 29, 2011 


Liberalism is liable to infect even Catholics following Tradition. The least they can do 
to protect themselves is to pray the Rosary. 


Liberalism is an unbelievable disease, capable of rotting out the best hearts and minds. 
If we define it, most briefly, as the liberation of man from God, it is as old as the hills, 
but never has it been so deep or widespread or seemingly normal, as it is today. Now 
religious liberty is at the heart of liberalism — what use is it to be free from everything 
else and everybody else if 1 am not free from God? So if Benedict XVI lamented three 
weeks ago that “religious freedom is threatened all over the world,” he is certainly 
infected. Nor let even followers of Catholic Tradition be confident that they have 
immunity from the disease. Here is an e-mail I received a few days ago from a layman 


in Continental Europe:— 


“For the longest time, about 20 years, I was moulded by liberalism. It is through the 
grace of God that I underwent a conversion with the Society of St Pius X. To my 
shock I have found liberal behaviour even in the ranks of Tradition. People are still 
saying that one should not exaggerate how bad things are at present. Freemasonry is 
hardly mentioned as being an enemy of the Church, because to do so might damage 
one’s personal interests, so people go on reacting as though, overall, the world is still 


in good shape. 


“Some Traditionalists even recommend psycho-drugs to deal with the stress that goes 
with being a Traditional Catholic, and if you are looking for happiness, they say, you 


should go to a medical doctor to make life easier. 


“The consequence of such behaviour is an indifferentism which is the seed-bed of 
liberalism. All of a sudden it is no longer so bad to attend the Novus Ordo Mass, to 
make common cause with modernists, to change one’s principles from one day to the 
next, to give up showing one’s faith in public, to study at a State university, to trust the 


State, and to act on the assumption that everybody does after all mean well. 


“Our Lord has harsh words for this sort of indifferentism: the lukewarm he will “begin 
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to spit out of his mouth” (Rev. III, 16). It may sound paradoxical, but the greatest 
enemies of the Church are liberal Catholics. There is even a liberal Traditionalism!!!” 


(end of layman’s quote). 


What then is the antidote for this poison that threatens every one of us? Sanctifying 
grace, no doubt (Rom.VII, 25), which can clear the mind of confusion, and strengthen 
the will to do what the mind sees to be right. And how do I make sure of sanctifying 
grace? That is a little like asking, how can I guarantee my final perseverance? The 
Church teaches that one cannot guarantee it, because it is a gift — or the gift — of God. 
But what I can always do is pray the Holy Rosary, an average of five Mysteries a day — 
better, if reasonably possible, fifteen. Whosoever does that is doing what the Mother 


of God asks all of us to do, and she has a virtually unlimited maternal power over her 


Son, Our Lord and God, Jesus Christ. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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CONTAMINATION 


No. CLXXXVI (186) February 5, 2011 


An Italian observes how Benedict XVI has succeeded in dismantling much Catholic 
resistance in Italy. Clear thinking and speaking are called for. 


If liberalism in its broadest sense be defined as the liberation of man from God (see 
last week’s “Eleison Comments”), then the liberal Catholicism of the 19th century 
arising out of the French Revolution (1789) was, broadly, the successful liberating of 
politics from God, while the liberal Modernism of the early 20th century was the 





unsuccessful attempt to liberate the Catholic Church from God, attempt scotched by 
St. Pius X. However, that attempt succeeded half a century later way beyond even 
most liberals’ dreams, at the Second Vatican Council. Here below is another recent 
testimony I received, from Italy, observing how liberal Traditionalism is now at work 
to liberate Catholic Tradition from God (if only we had half the Devil’s 


perseverance!):— 


“After the unchaining of the Tridentine Mass by Benedict XVI’s Motu Proprio of 
2007, a great quantity of Catholics came closer to Tradition, but their quality varied 
widely. As was inevitable, the increase in numbers brought towards Tradition many 
Catholics who had never been convinced of its importance, and whose idea of 
Tradition was still basically subjective, meaning it is optional for Catholics and not 
obligatory. In this respect even if Benedict did say some useful things in his charter 
speech of December 22, 2005, its effect was disastrous. 


“Confidence in the Pope then made any critical thinking about the modern liturgy, 
catechesis or doctrine take second place. To draw distinctions or to clear up confusion 
made one widely unpopular. However, the announcement of Assisi III dealt a sharp 
blow to this broad and very fluffy spectrum of Tradition, and Catholics had to make 


up their minds. Contrasts came out into the open, and the first divisions emerged. 


“Benedict XVI has succeeded in infecting the promising potential of young Catholics 
connected or close to Tradition, and he has succeeded in creating divisions. Much of 
that potential is now ruined, even if one may put one’s hope in God that many other 


youngsters will come to talk and behave in a properly Catholic way. So just how many 
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Catholics will embrace whole-heartedly the Church’s just cause? We shall have to wait 
for the dust to settle, and for men of good will and fresh vigour to make their 


appearance. 


“Witnessing to Tradition calls more than ever for clear and firm statements. 
Hesitating or vacillating only does damage. Meanwhile let us fight on, sharpening the 
tone wherever called for, and openly pointing out the evils of Benedict XVI’s Conciliar 
Newchurch. Public opinion in Italy is far from concerning itself with the Church’s 
true problems. Catholics here have learned for centuries to believe that what the Pope 


says is Gospel. They are children of our age.” 


Surely this testimony suggests that the marginalization of Econe by the mainstream 
Church in 1975, and its outright condemnation with the “excommunications” of 
1988, each helped to save Catholic Tradition from contamination. Will the Lord God 
for the same purpose need to permit another such division and marginalization? We 


devoutly hope not! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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REMARKABLE FILM 


No. CLXXXVII (187) February 12, 2011 


A recent French film portrays a surprising sense of religion amongst some Conciliar 


monks, but also their inescapable problem in politics. 


It is easy to see how the recently released French film, “Of Gods and Men,” gained 
top prize at the prestigious Cannes Film Festival in France last year. It recreates real 
events of 1996, the last months in the life of a Cistercian monastery in post-colonial 
Algeria, where the eight monks were finally taken out and killed by unknown 
assassins. The film is beautifully directed, acted and photographed. Of particular 
interest to Catholics familiar with Tradition will be the film’s religion and — from a 


religious point of view — the politics. 


Perhaps most remarkable of all is the film’s true sense of religion, given that it is the 
Conciliar religion being portrayed. Doctrinally, there are for instance ecumenical 
moments of excessive respect for the Koran. Liturgically, the words and music chanted 
in the simple but noble monastery church are of modern man, subjective and 
sentimental. Yet the scenes regularly showing the monks at prayer are so genuinely 
religious as to be altogether surprising in our secular age. This, one says to oneself, is 


what monasteries are about! 


What can one say? As for the film’s directing and acting, just as modern Britons can 
still most convincingly represent the Victorian age because the British Empire is close 
enough in their history to be still in their bloodstream, so the French actors of this 
film must make marvellous monks on screen because Catholic monasticism has been 
such an important part of their heritage. But above all, as Our Lord says 
(Mt.XV,18,19), it is what is in the heart of a man that matters. Much the best of all is 
heartful Tradition, but this film is there to remind us Traditionalists that heartful 
Conciliarism may yet please God better than Tradition losing heart. 


The politics portrayed in the film are of particular interest in view of the current 
Islamic uprising in various Arab countries. The monks in the film, as no doubt 
happened in real life, are caught politically between the Devil and the deep blue sea. 


On the one side their non-Islamic lives are obviously threatened by the Islamic rebels 
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killing anybody in the way of a political take-over of Algeria for Islam. On the other 
side the post-colonial Algerian government is highly suspicious of the monks aiding 
and abetting the rebels by, for instance, practising on their wounded the Church’s 
corporal works of mercy, and it invites the monks to leave the country. To this day 


some people think that they were executed by the Algerian government. God knows. 


What can one say? Certainly heartfelt Catholicism is far superior to heartfelt Islam, 
which is an anti-Christian, simplistic and brutal sect. But if the heart is drained out of 
Catholicism, as it was by Vatican II, so that in real life, anywhere in the world, 
Catholic monks and priests are liable to be giving not only medical but also moral 
support to anti-Catholic revolutionaries — in fact, as Archbishop Lefebvre used to say, 
modernist priests make the most terrible of revolutionaries! — can one be surprised if 
any established government objects to Conciliar priests’ undermining of law and 


order? Islam is only rising because the true Catholic Church is still falling. 
How much depends upon the few souls holding to Catholic Tradition! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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UNBELIEVABLE HUBRIS 


No. CLXXXVIII (188) February 19, 2011 


A high-up USA government official says that respect for reality is out-of-date. 


Henceforth the government creates its own reality. 


Prophets of doom do not make themselves popular, but if they are ministers of God, 
they must tell the truth. Now some people say that such ministers should not concern 
themselves with politics or economics. But supposing politics have become a 
substitute religion, necessarily a false religion, as they put man in the place of God? 
And supposing economics (or finance) are about to make many people go hungry? Are 
ministers of God not allowed to ask, with Aristotle, how people are going to lead a 
virtuous life if they will be lacking in the basic necessities of life? Is the virtuous life 


not the business of such ministers? 


Therefore I make no apology for quoting a remarkable paragraph from a reporter of 
the prestigious Wall Street Journal who relates how in the summer of 2006 he was 
rebuked by a senior adviser of then President Bush for having written an article critical 
of a former communications director in the White House. He says that at the time he 
did not fully comprehend what the adviser was saying to him, but afterwards he saw it 


as getting to the very heart of the Bush presidency. Here are the adviser’s own words, 





as quoted by the reporter:— 


People like the reporter, the adviser said to him, are “in what we call the reality-based 
community, meaning people who believe like you that solutions emerge from your 
judicious study of discernible reality.” The reporter should forget about yesterday’s 
principles of respecting reality. “Thhat’s not the way the world works anymore. We're 
an empire now, and when we act, we create our own reality — judiciously, as you will — 
then we'll act again, creating other new realities, which you can study too, and that’s 
how things will sort out. We're history’s actors . . . and you, all of you, will be left to 
just study what we do.” (See www.321 gold, Feb 2, “We are Victims of a Financial 
Coup d’Etat,” by Catherine Fitts.) 


This is not me moralizing about how the modern world runs on fantasy. This is a 


Washington insider of insiders, positively boasting of how the modern world is run on 
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fantasy. Do not his words correspond exactly to the fabrications, for instance, of 9/11 


6 


and Saddam Hussein’s “weapons of mass destruction,” “created” to justify policies 
otherwise impossible to justify? The arrogance of such a scorn for reality, and for 


people respecting reality, is breath-taking. 


The classical Greeks were pagans with no knowledge of the revealed God, but they 
had a clear grasp of that reality which is the moral framework of his universe, 
governed, as they saw it, by the gods. Any man, even hero, who defied that 
framework, like the Bush adviser, was guilty of “hubris,” or of rearing up above his 
proper human station, and he would be crushed accordingly by the gods. Catholics, if 
you think that grace does away with nature, you had best re-learn from the pagans of 
olden times those lessons of nature which are more than ever needed today. Study 
Xerxes in Aeschylus’ Persae, Creon in Sophocles’ Antigone, Pentheus in Euripides’ 
Bacchae. Pray the Holy Rosary for sure, but also read the famous classics, plant 
potatoes and pay down debt, say I! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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CRISIS ADVICE 


No. CLXXXIX (189) February 26, 2011 


Two Americans advise their fellow citizens, amongst other practical steps, to wake up, 


go local and get real. 


The Catherine Austin Fitts referred to in last week’s “Eleison Comments” as quoting 
a Washington insider boasting how the modern world is run on fantasy, was herself a 
Washington insider, having been Assistant Secretary of Housing in the administration 
of George Bush Senior. She knows what she is talking about.In the same interview 
she had other interesting remarks to make, in particular the advice she would give to 
the average American concerned about his economic future and who wants to preserve 
his wealth and quality of life. She said (see www.321gold.com, Feb 2, “We are victims 
of a Financial Coup d’Etat”):— 


“Your time and attention count. Stop listening to or associating with people or 
institutions that have a vested interest in centralization. Start by turning off your TV. 
Shift your deposits, purchases, and donations to people and companies that you can 
trust. Lower your overhead. Use your time to build as many skills as possible that can 
help you do more for yourself and barter with those around you. Invest in tangibles, 
including precious metals. Do not allow yourself to be drained by what I call the “slow 
burn.” Finally, build your understanding and ability to engage in spiritual warfare. The 
financial corruption is a symptom of a much deeper and very invasive moral and 


cultural problem. Organize your life to serve whom and what you love. 


“Protect your health. The food and water supply is slowly being controlled and 
poisoned. Taking steps to assure local sources of fresh food and water is essential for 
your health. So is educating yourself on steps you can take to detox your body and 
build your immune system. The rise of environmental and electromagnetic pollution 
calls for a level of effort to maintain physical energy and strength that was unthinkable 


a decade ago.” 


In the same line of thinking and on the same web-site (Jan. 17, “Waiting for a Hero” 
by Larry Laborde) is another paragraph of highly practical advice for anyone who can 


see trouble coming:— 
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“So what should the average citizen of these great United States do at this point? 
Avoid municipal bonds like the plague. They will default first. Avoid long term US 
bonds as well. Short term US notes (6 months or less) are probably OK for now but 
keep your finger on the sell trigger. Cut back on all expenses and raise cash. Live 
BELOW your means. Save cash and hedge that cash with precious metals. Keep your 
cash in local credit unions or locally owned banks. Check their ratings and make sure 
you are saving in the safest institutions in your area. Cut up those credit cards and quit 
using them. Pay cash for your purchases. Keep 2 months of cash on hand in an 
emergency fund. Invest your precious metals 50% in gold and 50% in silver. Invest in 
physical precious metals when possible. For small investors a good investment is to 
simply purchase 6 months of non-perishable supplies that they normally use every day. 
They will probably cost 5 to 10% more in 6 months (not a bad return). Plant a garden 
or support a local farmer (or both).” 

In brief, wake up! To wake up, readers, start by turning off the television set. Live not 
beyond your means, but well within them. Save cash, invest locally and invest in 
precious metals. Get at least mentally out of the rat race, and get mentally from the 
virtual back to the real. Stop using credit cards. Lay in some food supplies, but be 
careful what you eat and drink. Wake up to the enemies of mankind poisoning food 
and water in pursuit of global control, part of a war on mankind which is 


fundamentally spiritual. Catholics, get your Faith on to a war footing! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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FUTURE DISCUSSIONS 


No. CXC (190) March 5, 2011 


Let nobody be disappointed if the Rome-SSPX discussions are going nowhere. What 
matters is faithfulness to the Truth coming from God. 


To the relief of some, to the disappointment of others, it looks as though the doctrinal 
Discussions held over the last year and a half between theologians of Rome and 
representatives of the Society of St Pius X will after all come to an end this spring, 
because the main subjects of discussion will by then have been covered, without any 
real prospect of agreement opening up. Such is the conclusion tentatively to be drawn 
from remarks of the Society's Superior General, Bishop Fellay, made in the course of 


an interview he gave on February 2. 


Now let anyone disappointed be sure that there are Romans and important priests of 
the SSPX who will hardly give up their efforts to build a bridge between the 
churchmen of Vatican II and the churchmen of Catholic Tradition. But howsoever it 
be with such strivings to unite all Catholics of good will, strivings that ebb and flow, 
yesterday, today and tomorrow, Our Lord’s words are an anchorage: “Heaven and 
earth will pass away, but my words will not pass away” (Mt. XXIV, 35). For on his life 
the Church’s life is modelled, and in his life there was an ebb and flow of human 
strivings and sufferings, culminating in the dreadful crucifixion, but while he felt every 
human urge to shy away from the crucifying will of his Father — “Father, if it be 


» 


possible, let this chalice pass from me . . .” — still his human mind and heart were 


anchored in that divine will — “.. nevertheless, not as I will, but as thou wilt” 


(Mt.XXVI, 39). 


So the same unchanging divine will that directed and anchored Our Lord’s human 
mind and will, must anchor also the life of his Church. So Popes, Councils, religious 
Congregations and Societies may come and go, but in order to be Catholic they must 
submit to that divine will to which Our Lord submitted, and they must tell the exact 
same truths that Our Lord transmitted from his Father to his Church. Like no other 
institution upon earth, the Catholic Church is so built around Truth that its survival is 
proportional to its fidelity to that Truth. It is because the Conciliar Church is putting 
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human interests in the place of divine Truth, that it is disintegrating, and any Catholic 


Congregation or Society that would do the same will likewise fall apart. 


It follows that whoever is faithful to the fullness of revealed Truth is in effect — not in 
principle, but in practice — in the driving-seat of the Church (See “Letters from the 
Rector” Vol. IV, p.164). Furthermore, whoever has that Truth and pretends he is not 
in the driving-seat would be what Our Lord would have called himself, had he denied 
his Father, “a liar” Jn. VIII, 55). That is because any messenger disowning the 
divineness of his divine message is no true lover of his fellow-men, as he and they may 


like to think, but he has for his father the Father of Lies (Jn. VIII, 44). 


There is a Truth, even if most people can barely recognize it. The right and ability of 
the Romans to govern the Church depends on their being faithful to that Truth. The 
right and ability of the SSPX to stand up to unfaithful Romans depends on the 
SSPX’s own faithfulness to the Truth. For now the SSPX has been faithful, so for 
now the SSPX will survive, but may Rome, by returning to the Truth, make that 


survival unnecessary! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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CASSOCKS WEIGHED 


No. CXCI (191) March 12, 2011 


Galatians I, 8-9 demonstrates the ultimate primacy of Truth over Authority. Cassocks 
may need to be weighed if they risk being found wanting. 


To affirm, as did last week’s “Eleison Comments” (190, March 5), that whoever 
possesses the fullness of Catholic Truth is in the driving-seat of the Catholic Church, 
may seem a statement at best risky, at worst untrue. After all, 1/ who is in the 
driving-seat of the Church if not the drivers — the Church authorities — put there by 
Our Lord? 2/ Since when did Our Lord design his Church to be led by any claimant 
to the Truth? 3/ Is not the direction of the Church being entrusted to any claimant of 
Truth a recipe for chaos in the Church? 


The best answer is in Scripture. When St Paul preached the true Gospel of Jesus 
Christ to the peoples of Galatia (think of today’s Turkey), they accepted the Gospel 
with rejoicing and great fruit (Gal. II, 14-15; III, 5). But soon after he left them to 
preach elsewhere, enemies of God came amongst them to preach salvation not by faith 
in Jesus Christ but by the works of the Old Law, notably circumcision (V, 2, 11). By 
falling for this perversion of the true Gospel (I, 6; III,1), the Galatians provoked from 
St Paul the glorious Epistle to the Galatians.Here are some key verses from Chapter 

i oe 


“(verse 6) I wonder that you are so soon removed from him that called you into the 
grace of Christ, unto another gospel. (v.7) Which is not another, only there are some 
that trouble you, and would pervert the Gospel of Christ. (v.8) But though we, or an 
angel from Heaven, preach a gospel to you besides that which we have preached to 
you, let him be anathema. (v.9) As we said before, so now I say again: if anyone 
preach to you a gospel, besides that which you have received, let him be anathema.” 


(“Anathema” means, utterly condemned and excommunicated.) 


Now it is obvious that any angel appearing to the Galatians would appear with all the 
authority of a true messenger from Heaven. And if St. Paul himself were to return 
amongst them, he would appear with all the authority of his prior evangelizing 


amongst them as Doctor of the Gentiles. In either case the appearances of authority 
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could hardly be stronger. Yet St. Paul says, and repeats, that the Galatians would have 
to put, as one might say, content before cassock, so that if he were ever to change the 
content of his preaching, they were not to believe a word of it, whatever the colour of 


his cassock upon his return! 


In answer therefore to the three objections laid out at the start, let us say: 1/ Our Lord 
puts, ultimately, Truth-tellers and not cassocks in the driving-seat of the Church. 2/ 


These drivers will be Truth-tellers and not just Truth-claimants. Claims do not make 





the Truth, but Truth makes its telling (this is what few modern people can grasp). 3/ 
The Truth being one, then all Truth-tellers will be united in the Truth, and the only 


chaos will come from souls that reject or pervert that Truth. 


The greatness of Archbishop Lefebvre lay in his discerning that Vatican II was sliding 
into “another” gospel than that of Jesus Christ or St. Paul, a gospel of justification by 
the works of modern man, and that even white cassocks were not to be followed if 


they preached it. Is today’s white cassock any different? 


Kyrie eleison. 
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WHY SUFFERING? 


No. CXCII (192) March 19, 2011 


Japan’s terrible earth- and sea-quake remind us that suffering can be a punishment or 


warning or an occasion to practise virtue. 


The latest dramatic shifting of tectonic plates off the east coast of Japan, causing both 
inland the biggest earthquake Japan has known for many years and along its eastern 
coast an absolutely devastating tidal wave, must be raising in many minds the classic 
question: if God exists, if he is all-powerful and all-good, how can he possibly allow so 
much human suffering? The classic answer is not too difficult in theory, at any rate 


when one is not suffering oneself! — 


Firstly, suffering is often a punishment for sin. God does exist, sin does offend him. 
Sin takes souls to Hell whereas God created them for Heaven. If suffering on earth 
will put a brake on sin and help souls to choose Heaven, then God, who is certainly in 
command of the tectonic plates, can without difficulty use them to punish sin. Then 
were the Japanese people especially sinful? Our Lord himself tells us not to ask that 
question, but rather to think of our own sins and to do penance, otherwise “you will all 
likewise perish” (Lk. XIII, 4). Would it not be astonishing if there were no Japanese 
people now wondering whether Western-style materialism and comfort are really 


what life is all about? 


Secondly, human suffering can well be a warning, to turn men away from evil and 
keep them from pride. Right now the whole godless West should be questioning its 
own materialism and prosperity. By the steadily increasing rate of earthquakes and 
other natural disasters all over the world over the last several years, the Lord God is 
certainly trying to get the attention of all of us, maybe in the hope that he will not 
have to inflict on us the worldwide “rain of fire” of which his Mother warned us at 
Akita (in Japan) in 1973. But right now, is there not every likelihood that because they 
are doing the suffering, the Japanese are profiting more from their disaster than is the 
distant West? Those countries may in fact be lucky which are getting now a foretaste 


of the Chastisement threatening to come. 


Thirdly, God may use human suffering to highlight the virtue of his servants. That 
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was the case with Job, and with Christian martyrs down all the ages. Few Japanese 
people may today have supernatural faith, but if the Japanese now humble themselves 
beneath what they sense to be the mighty hand of God, they will earn natural merit 


and at least on the natural level give him glory. 


Finally, there is God’s own answer to Job, who by Chapter 36 of his Book is still not 
satisfied with any explanation for his suffering that he or any of his family or friends 
have been able to come up with. I paraphrase: “Where were you, Job, when I laid 
down the foundations of the earth? Did you design the tectonic plates? Who do you 
think keeps the sea normally within its bounds, and stops it from flooding dry land? 
Can you really think I did not have my own good reasons to let it just now wash over 
the north-east coast of Japan?” See the Book of Job, Chapters 38 and 39. And Job at 


last submits. He is satisfied with the answer, and confesses that he was wrong to be 





calling in question the wisdom and goodness of God (Job 42, 1-7). 


Let us ourselves do penance, be warned by Japan’s disaster, hope to give glory to God 


in our own trials to come, and recognize above all that God alone is God! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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QUAKING RESPONSIBILITY 


No. CXCIII (193) March 26, 2011 


It can be argued that the tectonic instability contributing to Japan’s recent disaster 


resulted from the sins of men causing the Flood. 


Many people today have such a sentimental idea of God, or such a poor idea of his 
power, that they cannot imagine him punishing, let alone using the material universe 
or its weather to punish. Yet there is a strong argument that the very instability of the 
earth’s tectonic plates, giving rise to disasters such as we have just seen in Japan, was a 
result and punishment of men’s sin. Here is the argument (of which I for one never 


learned anything in school):— 


Before Adam and Eve sinned, human nature was a glorious creation of God, strong 
and stable, but not unbreakable. Revolt against God could break it. So when Adam 
and Eve committed original sin, all their descendants (except Our Lord and Our 
Lady) inherited a wounded nature, so that all of us can suffer, have to die, and only 
with difficulty control our lower nature. Similarly with the physical nature of our 
planet. Before the Flood in the time of Noah, it was like a paradise garden, a glorious 
creation of God, strong and stable, but not unbreakable. The universal corruption of 


mankind (Gen.VI,5,11,12) could and would break it. 


Now many geologists today may have no faith in the Flood as described in the Bible, 
but they do believe in some almighty prehistoric convulsion of the earth’s surface as a 


way to explain, for instance, the fossile evidence of marine animals to be found today 





high in some of the earth’s mountain ranges,such as the Rockies in North America. 
Originally, they speculate, the rocky circumference of the earth was kept farther out 
from the earth’s centre by huge subterranean chambers of water, on which the rock 
pressed down by gravity. If then that spherical shell of rock began anywhere to crack, 
the water would burst upwards, flooding the open surface above, and the rock would 
crush downwards to take its place. The huge tensions involved could spread the 
flooding and collapsing all over the world. (Note that from Scripture it seems clear 
that the waters that made the Flood not only rained down from above but also burst 
up from beneath: Genesis VII, 11; VIII, 2.) 
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But it is obvious that if all around the earth its circumference of rock collapsed 
inwards to form a smaller circumference, there would be too much rock for too little 
space, so that it would not only crack, to form the clashing tectonic plates, but it 
would also crumple, to form, amongst other observable features of our planet’s geology 
today, the huge mountain ranges, lifting marine animals way above the sea. Mount 
Everest is still being lifted a few centimeters each year, by the plate of India being 
pushed beneath the Eurasian plate of China and Tibet. 


Thus as original sin generated from then on punitive tensions within human nature, 
so mankind’s prehistoric corruption generated tensions within the earth’s crust which 
underlie all such historic earth- and seaquakes as we have just seen in Japan. “Nature,” 
said Our Lady at La Salette in 1846, “is asking for vengeance because of man, and she 
trembles with dread at what must happen to the earth stained with crime. Tremble, 
earth, and you who proclaim yourselves as serving Jesus Christ and who, on the inside, 
only adore yourselves, tremble, for God will hand you over to his enemy, because the 


holy places are in a state of corruption.” 
Let us tremble. Let us pray! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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NOW WHERE? 


No. CXCIV (194) April 2, 2011 


Assuming that Rome’s and the SSPX’s doctrinal positions are irreconcilable, then the 


SSPX must simply continue along Archbishop Lefebvre’s lines. 


If, as seems to be the case, the doctrinal discussions over the last year and a half 
between Rome and the SSPX have persuaded neither Rome to convert nor the SSPX 
to betray, then the question arises, where do we go from here? Surely the crisis of 
Vatican II proved if anything the need for Catholics to do some thinking for 
themselves on such a question, and not just follow their leaders blindly — are not 
millions of Catholics still being softly led into apostasy? That is why to the bishops of 
the SSPX a fighting Gaul puts a threefold question, surely serious enough to deserve 


an answer (his questions are abbreviated and adapted):— 


In your opinion, does the recent announcement of Assisi III, solemn commemoration 
of John-Paul II’s ecumenical encounter of various religions held in Assisi 25 years ago, 
add anything new to what we already know of the ecumenical course being followed 
by Benedict XVI? Answer: It is one more proof that the Church leadership in Rome is 
intent upon persevering along the disastrous path of giving official Catholic approval 
to all sorts of false religions. “I do not think we can say,” Archbishop Lefebvre once 


said, “that Rome has not lost the Faith.” 


In your opinion, does this announcement prove or disprove the opportuneness of 
doctrinal discussions being undertaken between the SSPX and Rome? Answer: It 
surely proves the opportuneness of their coming to an end. While they were going on, 
they did have collateral advantages, well enumerated by Bishop de Galarreta (see EC 
156, July 10, 2010). However, their mere taking place at all also had the disadvantage 
of creating in souls either false hopes or true fears of a pseudo-reconciliation between 
doctrinal positions which are, in reality, absolutely irreconcilable. The announcement 
of Assisi IIT has helped to put an end to such hopes and fears, at least for the moment 


— but dreamers cling to their dreams! 


Just as Assisi I was a major incentive for Archbishop Lefebvre to consecrate four 


bishops in 1988, should the announcement of Assisi III be encouraging the SSPX to 
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consecrate more bishops? Answer: The SSPX’s Superior General answered this 
question two months ago in the USA. He said that if the circumstances of 1988 which 
drove the Archbishop to consecrate were repeated, then there would be more bishops. 
The question then becomes: are the circumstances of Assisi III repeating those of 
Assisi I? One can only reply, opinions vary. Many serious Catholics think the 
circumstances have grown much worse, but that is not necessarily the opinion of 


Bishop Fellay, who as Superior General is responsible for such a major decision for the 


SSPX. 


Then back to our original question: where now for the SSPX? The answer is clear. It 
must continue along the path set for it by its Founder, namely firm resistance to the 
(at least objective) apostates in Rome, making known as widely as possible the 
Archbishop’s diagnosis of the otherwise insoluble problems of Church and world. His 
solution is simply to maintain Catholic life in accordance with the pre-Conciliar 
Catholic doctrine and morals of all time, for the greater glory of God and for the 


salvation of as many souls as possible. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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NEWCHURCH, NEWBLESSEDS 


No. CXCV (195) April 9, 2011 


The imminent “beatification” of John-Paul IT will make him not a Blessed but a 


Newblessed. In the Newchurch nothing remains Catholic. 


On May 1, in a few weeks’ time, John-Paul II is due to be declared “Blessed” by 
Benedict XVI amidst great celebration in St. Peter’s Square in Rome. But Catholics 
clinging to Tradition know that John-Paul II, while being a great promoter of the 
Conciliar Church, was an effective destroyer of the Catholic Church. How then can 
he be called “Blessed,” the last step before being canonized, when Church 
canonizations are infallible? The swift answer is that John-Paul II will not be beatified 
as a Catholic Blessed by a Catholic beatification in the Catholic Church, but as a 
Newblessed by a Newbeatification in the Newchurch. And Newchurchmen are the 
first to claim novelty, the last to claim infallibility, for what they do. 


Let us illustrate the nature of the Newchurch by a comparison drawn from modern 
life. Pure gasoline (petrol) smells, tastes and acts like gasoline. On it a car can run. 
Pure water smells, tastes and acts like water. On it a car cannot run. Gasoline mixed 
with surprisingly little water may still smell and taste like gasoline, but it no longer 
acts like gasoline —— on it a car cannot run. The little water has taken away its 


combustibility. 


Pure gasoline is comparable to pure Catholicism — highly combustible! Pure water in 
our comparison is like pure secular humanism, or the religion of globalism, with not a 
trace of Catholicism left in it. Now Catholicism and secular humanism were mixed 
together in the Second Vatican Council and in its 16 documents. So Conciliarism, or 
Newcatholicism, may still smell and taste like Catholicism, enough to make “good 
Catholics” expect Conciliar beatifications to be on their way to infallibility, as were 
beatifications in the pre-Conciliar Church, but in reality a small admixture of secular 
humanism has been enough to stop the Catholicism from functioning, just as it takes 


not too much water to stop gasoline from combusting. 


Thus Newbeatifications may taste and smell to unwary Catholic nostrils like Catholic 


beatifications, but on closer examination it is clear that Newbeatifications are not at all 
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the same reality. Famous example: a Catholic beatification used to require two distinct 
miracles, while a Newbeatification requires only one. And the rules for a 
Newbeatification are significantly relaxed in other ways as well. Therefore no Catholic 
should expect anything other than a Newblessed to emerge from a Newbeatification. 


John-Paul II was indeed a Conciliar “Blessed.” 


What deceives Catholics is the elements of Catholicism that still remain in the 
Conciliar Church. But just as Vatican II was designed to replace Catholicism (pure 
gasoline) with Conciliarism (gasoline-water), so Conciliarism is designed to give way 
to — let us call it — the Global Religion (pure water). The procession is from God to 
Newgod to Nongod. Right now we still have Newrome pushing the Newgod of 
Vatican IT with Newblesseds to match, but before long sheer criminals will be the 


“Blesseds” of the Nongod. 


However, the true God will let no sheep be deceived that does not want to be 
deceived. Nor will he abandon any soul that has not first abandoned him, says St. 


Augustine. Marvellous quote! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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STAY AWAKE! 


No. CXCVI (196) April 16, 2011 


Catholics must keep watch if they are not to fall asleep as did all too many Catholics 


in the run-up to Vatican II. 


In a situation of the world so serious that there are even rumours of Japan’s recent 
peacetime disaster, with its estimated 27,000 people dead, being not an act of God but 
an act of man (look up HAARP tsunami on the Internet), what can a Catholic do to 
save his soul? In all truth he cannot do much for the world, but the very least he can 


do for himself is watch, or stay awake. 


It is Our Lord in the Garden of Gethsemane who puts watching, i.e. keeping our eyes 
open and not falling asleep, even in front of praying (Mt. XXVI,41). The reason is 
obvious. If, like Peter, James and John, I do not keep watch (Mt.XXVI,43), I will 
cease to pray, maybe, as in their case, when Our Lord most needs it. How many 
Catholics in the 1950’s and 1960’s, especially the clergy, were not watching the signs 
of the times in Church and world, and so were caught completely on the wrong foot 
by Vatican II? That is why “Eleison Comments,” as “Letters from the Rector” used to 
do, are constantly turning on economics and politics, to get Catholics to wake up to 


their religion and its demands, far outweighed by its promises (I Cor. II,9). 


Thus an expert on Wall Street (see JSmineset.com, March 30, 2011) may say, “The 
financial system is screwed up beyond repair. On top of that there is no desire to 
repair anything because the wise guys know it is impossible. It is the world that the 
flushing of Lehman has created. It is not a brave new world” . . . Jim Sinclair says it 
does not matter how much “funny money,” as one can call it, the central banks go on 


creating . . .” he damage is done and there is no solution . . . please get physically 





self-reliant” (his words, my underlining). 


Still, even Traditional Catholics are being tempted to doze off, not to say fall asleep. 
Here are two recent testimonies. The first is from a teacher in a Traditional school:— 
“T feel awfully alone in the battle, not the battle with external enemies in the world, 


but the battle inside the Society of St Pius X, which is being waged with such subtlety 





that nobody seems aware of it. It is the same as it was in the mainstream Church in 
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the 1960’s, the same slow gradual shift in behaviour.” 


The second comes from an inside observer of today’s Traditional Catholic scene in the 
USA:— “It appears to me that Catholic militancy is declining. I see many Traditional 
Catholics, especially family fathers, accepting the ways of the world. The fight is no 
longer important to them. They are happy to have their beautiful Mass on Sunday, 
but on Monday send their children to public school. Each November they go out and 
vote for the lesser of two evils, watch (conservative?) Fox News and declare the 
(conservative?) Republican Party to be the answer to all of the world’s problems. In my 
humble opinion this lack of militancy is becoming more and more pervasive in the 
Traditional Catholic world. Are we (the laity) returning to the same set of 
circumstances that led to Vatican II? Is the Sunday Catholic now the predominant 
majority in the Traditional movement? I’m afraid that the answer to both of these 


questions may be, yes.” 


For is it not so much easier to give up trying to swim against today’s current, so much 
cosier to fall into the arms of Sleep? The very least one can do for oneself is throw out 


that television set. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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RECTOR’S LETTERS - II 


No. CXCVII (197) April 23, 2011 


A new reader of “Letters from the Rector,” four volumes written by Bishop 


Williamson between 1983 and 2003, warmly recommends them. 


Several readers of “Eleison Comments” may not be familiar with the “Letters from the 
Rector” referred to here a little while back (EC 190, March 5). Written between 1983 
and 2003 as monthly newsletters from St. Thomas Aquinas Seminary where priests 
are trained in the USA for the Society of St Pius X, the Letters have been brought 
together in four paperback volumes, available through the Internet at 
truerestorationpress.com/4volsletters. A Scottish convert of 18 years back read them 


recently. Here are some of her comments. They are interesting:— 


“These Letters have both astounded and astonished me . . . I was a New Age “dippy 
hippy” that ran from the New Age Devil into the Catholic Church, only to discover 
that he was right there in her sanctuaries . . . It is not just that the cardinals, bishops 
and priests of the Conciliar Church are lily-livered and mealy-mouthed in their 
defence of Catholicism. There are many who seem to take a positive and malicious 


delight in tearing her traditions and beliefs to pieces.” 


On the contrary, “These Letters are wonderfully and gloriously Catholic . . . They 
explain the folly of the Conservative and Ecclesia Dei Catholics attempting to solve 
the crisis of the Church without criticizing the Council. Are not such Catholics 
considering the appearances of the Conciliar reforms, e.g. in liturgy and discipline, 
while ignoring their essence, the fundamental internal shift in thinking on Church 
doctrine that has taken place, as demonstrated by the Council’s documents on 


Religious Liberty and Ecumenism? 


“The Rector’s Letters on Pluralism and on the Liberal view of human dignity 
wonderfully explain the nature of this shift. As they repeatedly demonstrate, it is 
impossible to understand the modern world and the situation of the Church within it 
if one does not understand this radical shift in the thinking of modern Rome. And if 
the Ecclesia Dei people object that any such radical criticism of the Council amounts 


to saying that we have no valid Pope, the Letters provide arguments amply 
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demonstrating the wisdom of the position of the SSPX, veering neither to the left 
with the Liberals, nor to the right with the “Sedevacantists.” 


“As for reaching out to the modern world, the men of the Conciliar Church have little 
useful to say. They are too wrapped up in their revolutionary dream to be capable of 
addressing its wretched consequences. They could never write Letters like those of the 
Rector on Pink Floyd, the Unabomber, Oliver Stone or the Children in the Forest, 
because the mainstream Church, instead of being deeply dissatisfied with today’s 
materialistic world, always seems to be going along with it. The Letters should be read 
for the historical record alone, but maybe their true worth will not be apparent until 
later, perhaps only when the 6th Age of the Church has dawned with the Triumph of 
the Immaculate Heart of Mary.” 


And here is the feminine clincher: “What’s more, and I never thought I would say 
this, the Letters on Slacks have encouraged me to consider re-thinking my ‘wardrobe 


solutions’.” When women stop wearing trousers, truly the Church will rise again! 


Kyrie eleison. 


Eleison Comments 
Published by The St. Marcel Initiative 


EC No. 198 p. 35 of 106 


TRUE POPE? - I 


No. CXCVII (198) April 30, 2011 


Benedict XVI seems to want to hold on to the old religion even while he positively 


promotes the new religion — what confusion! 


>. «& 


Since saying three weeks ago (EC 195, April 9) that tomorrow’s “beatification” of 
John-Paul II will only make him a Newblessed of the Newchurch, I have reasonably 
been asked if I am a so-called “sedevacantist.” After all, if I virtually declare Benedict 


XVI to be a Newpope, how can I still believe him to be a true Pope? Actually, I 





believe he is both Newpope of the Conciliar Church and true Pope of the Catholic 


Church, because the two do not yet completely exclude one another, so I am not what 
is called a sedevacantist. Here is the first part of my reasoning:— 


On the one hand I consider Benedict XVI to be a valid Pope, because he was validly 
elected as Bishop of Rome by the parish priests of Rome, i.e. the Cardinals, at the 
conclave of 2005, and if for some hidden flaw the election itself was not valid, it was 
convalidated, as the Church teaches, by his being subsequently accepted as Pope by 
the worldwide Church. As such, towards Benedict XVI I mean to show all the 


respect, reverence and support due to the Vicar of Christ. 


On the other hand it is obvious from the Pontiffs words and actions that he is a 
“Conciliar” Pope, and head of the Conciliar Church. Merely the latest clear proofs of 
that are tomorrow’s Newbeatification of John-Paul II, great promoter of Vatican II, 
and next October’s commemoration of John-Paul’s disastrous Assisi event of 1986, 
violating God’s First Commandment in the name of man’s Conciliar ecumenism. For 
as that Commandment excludes all false religions (Deut.V, 7-9), so Vatican II 
virtually embraces them (Unitatis Redintegratio, Nostra Aetate). Therefore besides 
Benedict XVI’s being the Vicar of Christ, I believe he is also betraying his sacred 
function of confirming his brethren in the Faith (Lk. XXII, 32), so besides duly 
respecting him as Peter, I mean also not to follow or obey him (Acts V, 29) when he 
does not behave like Peter. This was Archbishop Lefebvre’s distinction. 


But note that even while betraying — at least objectively — the true religion, Benedict 


XVI also holds to it! For instance, wishing to prevent Assisi III from being accused of 
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mixing religions like Assisi I, he is having the public procession of all religions 
together take place in silence. In other words, even while Benedict XVI promotes 
error, he means not to abandon the truth! And he is constantly in this way resembling 
an arithmetician who claims that 2 and 2 can make 4 or 5! Coming from a Pope, this 
is a recipe for confusion from top to bottom of the Church, because if anyone follows 
the Pope in this 4 or 5 “arithmetic,” he will have in his head sheer contradiction and 


confusion! 


But note that Benedict XVI as arithmetician absolutely claims that he does believe 
that 2 and 2 are 4. And for as long as his claim is sincere, and it does appear to be 
sincere — God alone knows for sure — Benedict XVI is not wilfully denying what he 
knows to be defined truths of the Catholic Faith. Rather he is convinced, as Bishop 
Tissier shows, that he is “regenerating” them with the help of modern thinking! This 


makes it difficult to make the accusation of formal heresy stick in his case, which is 





why even his love and promotion of 2+2=5 does not yet make me personally into a 


sedevacantist. 
Mother of God, Seat of Wisdom, shield us from the confusion! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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TRUE POPE? - II 


No. CXCIX (199) May 7, 2011 


To the argument of EC 198 that Conciliar Popes are still Popes, three objections are 


laid out and given an answer. 


By no means everybody agrees with the opinion laid out here one week ago (EC 198) 
whereby subjective good faith or good will on the part of Conciliar Popes prevents 
their hair-raising objective heresies from invalidating them as Popes (see Prof. 
Doermann for John-Paul II’s teaching of Universal Salvation, see Bishop Tissier for 
Benedict XVI’s emptying out of the Cross). The opposite opinion is that these 
heresies are so hair-raising that #1, they cannot possibly have been uttered by true 
Vicars of Christ, or #2, no amount of subjective good faith can neutralize their 
objective poison, or #3, subjective good faith is excluded in the case of Conciliar Popes 


trained in the old theology. Let us gently take each argument in turn:— 


Firstly, just how far the Lord God can allow his Vicars to betray him (objectively), 
God alone knows for sure. However, we do know from Scripture (Lk. XVIII, 8) that 
when Christ returns, he will hardly find the Faith still on earth. But is the Faith yet, in 
2011, reduced to that point? One may think not. In which case God may allow his 
Conciliar Vicars to do worse yet, without their ceasing to be his Vicars. Does not 
Scripture declare at exactly the moment when Caiphas was plotting the crime of 
crimes against God, namely the judicial murder of Christ (Jn. XI, 50-51), that he was 
High Priest? 


Secondly, it is true that the objective heresy of well-intentioned heretics is much more 
important for the Universal Church than their subjective good intentions, and it is 

also true that many objective heretics are subjectively convinced of their own 
innocence. For this double reason when Mother Church is in her right mind she has a 
mechanism for forcing such material heretics either to renounce their heresy or to 
become fully-fledged formal heretics, and that is her Inquisitors, whom she endows 
with her God-given authority to define and condemn heresy, to maintain the purity of 
doctrine. But what happens if it is the highest authority in the Church that is 


swimming in objective heresies? Who is there above the Popes that has authority to 
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correct them? Nobody! Then has God abandoned his Church? No, but he is putting it 
through a severe trial, all too deserved by the tepid mass of today’s Catholics — and, 


alas, Traditionalists? 


Thirdly, it is true that both John-Paul II and Benedict XVI received a pre-Conciliar 
training in philosophy and theology. But by their time the worms of Kantian 
subjectivism and Hegelian evolutionism had already for over a century been eating the 
heart out of the concept of objective and unchanging truth, without which the concept 
of unchangeable Catholic dogma can make no sense. Now one may well argue that 
both those Popes were morally at fault — say, love of popularity, say, intellectual pride 
— for falling into material heresy, but moral faults cannot replace authoritative 
doctrinal condemnation for purposes of turning them from material into formal 


heretics. 


Therefore since only formal heretics are excluded from the Church, and since the only 
sure way of proving someone to be a formal heretic is not available in the case of 
Popes, a certain range of opinion on the problem of Conciliar Popes must remain 
open. “Sedevacantist” does not deserve to be the dirty word that liberal 
“Traditionalists” have made of it, but on the other hand the arguments of the 
sedevacantists are not as conclusive as they might wish or pretend. In conclusion, 
sedevacantists may still be Catholic, but no Catholic is yet obliged to be a 


sedevacantist. I for one believe the Conciliar Popes are valid Popes. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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APPLES ROTTING 


No. CC (200) May 14, 2011 


Although not apple, apple-rot clings to the apple it rots. The “Conciliar Church” 
similarly clings to the Catholic Church which it rots. 


In two ways a rotten apple may cast a little light in the darkness of today’s eclipsed 
Church. Firstly, we do not wait for every part of an apple to be rotten before we call it 
rotten as a whole, yet parts of it are still not rotten. In answer then to the question 
whether the apple is rotten, we must make a double distinction: as a whole, yes; in 
these parts, yes; in those parts, no. And secondly, while apple is not rot and rot is not 
apple, yet the rot is inseparable from its apple and cannot exist without it. Let us apply 
the first part of this common sense to the Novus Ordo Mass and the “Conciliar 


church,” the second part to the “Conciliar church” and the Papacy. 


As for the New Mass, it is rotten as a whole by its Conciliar man-centredness, but 
while some parts are clearly not Catholic (e.g. the Offertory), other parts are Catholic 
(e.g. the 


Kyrie eleison.). Because it is rotten as a whole and slowly makes Catholics into 
Protestants, it is not fit to be attended, but that part which is the Consecration may be 
Catholic and valid. So one can say of the Novus Ordo Mass neither that it is valid so 
it can be attended, nor that it cannot be attended so it is invalid. In truth it may be 
valid in its essential part, but that is not a sufficient reason to expose one’s faith to the 


danger of attending it as a whole. 


Similarly, today’s Church is rotten as a whole insofar as Conciliarism is widespread 
throughout it, but that does not mean that every single part of the Church is rotten 
with Conciliarism. So it is as wrong to condemn any part still Catholic because of the 
Conciliar whole, as it is wrong to excuse the Conciliar whole because of those parts 


still Catholic. To fit one’s mind to the reality, one must distinguish both between the 





different parts, and between the whole and the parts. 





And if we apply to today’s Church also the second part of the comparison with a 


rotten apple, we can say that it is genuinely useful to speak of two churches, the 
Pp y 8 y Pp 
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“Conciliar church” and the Catholic Church, because Conciliarism is to be found in 
real life all through the Church, although in their pure state Conciliarism and 
Catholicism exclude one another like apple and rot. But they are not in real life 
separable any more than are the rot from its apple or any parasite from its host. In real 
life there is only one Church, the Catholic Church, suffering today all over from the 


Conciliar rot. 


Therefore as to a Conciliar Pope, it is a genuinely useful way of speaking to say that he 
is one head of two churches, because by his words and actions, sometimes Catholic, 
sometimes Conciliar, he places himself all the time at the head of both the Catholic 
Church and its Conciliar rot. But that is not to say that he is the head of two churches 
separate in reality. It is to say that he is head of both the Catholicism and the 
Conciliarism in the one real Catholic Church presently disfigured all over by the 


Conciliar rot. 


And why in Heaven’s name are our Church leaders so enamoured of the Conciliar rot? 
Because of the modern longing for liberty. That is another story. But meanwhile we 
must pray with might and main for Benedict XVI that he may see once more the 


difference between apple and rot! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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TWO REPENTANCES 


No. CCI (201) May 21, 2011 


The difference between Judas Iscariot’s remorse and Peter’s repentance is that Judas’ 


will was set on resisting grace, Peter’s on loving Jesus. 


A reader of “Eleison Comments” asked me several months ago what made the 
difference between the repentance of Judas Iscariot flinging his 30 pieces of silver at 
the feet of the Temple authorities (Mt-XXVIJ,3), and that of Peter weeping bitterly at 
the crowing of the cock (Mt. XXVI,75). His question is a good excuse to quote pages 
from The Poem of the Man-God by Maria Valtorta (1897-1961). Our Lord (if it is 
indeed him — “In things uncertain, liberty”) here comments on the vision he has just 


granted her of the last hours of Judas Iscariot. ‘The Italian text is slightly adapted:— 


“Yes, the vision is horrendous, but not useless. Too many people think that what Judas 
did was not all that grave. Some even go so far as to say that it was meritorious, 
because without him the Redemption would not have happened and so he was 
justified in the eyes of God. In truth I tell you that if Hell had not already been in 
existence, perfectly equipped with torments, it would have been created even more 
horrendous in eternity for Judas, because amongst damned sinners he is the 


damnedest of them all, nor will his sentence ever be eased through all eternity. 


“Tt is true that he did show remorse for his betrayal, and it could have saved him, had 
he turned his remorse into repentance. But he did not want to repent, and so in 
addition to his first crime of betrayal, on which — such is my loving weakness — I could 
have had mercy, he went on to blaspheme and to resist every impulse of grace which 
was pleading with him through each trace and memory of me that in his last desperate 
chase around Jerusalem he ran into, including the encounter with my Mother and her 
gentle words. He resisted everything. He wanted to resist. Just as he had wanted to 
betray me. As he wanted to curse me. As he wanted to kill himself. Where a man’s 


will is set — that is what counts. For good or ill. 


“When somebody falls without really wanting to, I forgive him. Take Peter. He 
denied me. Why? He could not himself tell exactly why. Was he a coward? No. My 
Peter was no coward. In the Garden of Gethsemane he defied the whole pack of 
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Temple guards to cut off Malchus’ ear in defence of me, at the risk of being killed 
himself for doing so. Then he fled. With no set will to do so. Then he denied me 
three times, but again, with no set will to do so. For the rest of his life he succeeded in 
staying on the blood-stained way of the Cross, my way, until he died on the cross 
himself. He succeeded in witnessing to me in grand style until he was killed for his 
unflinching faith. I defend my Peter. His running away and his denials were the last 
moments of his human weakness. But the set will of his higher nature was not behind 
those actions. Weighed down by his human weakness, it was asleep. As soon as it 
awoke, it did not want to remain in sin, it wanted to be perfect. I immediately forgave 


him. Judas’ will was set in the opposite direction . . .” 


At the end of the Poem of the Man-God Our Lord (if it is him — I myself believe it 
is) dictates to Maria Valtorta the seven reasons for his granting this long series of 
visions of his life to the modern world. The first reason was to make real again in 
people’s minds the Church’s basic doctrines, ravaged by modernism. Sounds about 


right? The seventh reason was — “to make known the mystery of Judas,” how a soul so 


highly gifted by God could so fall. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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MEN’S AUTHORITY 


No. CCII (202) May 28, 2011 


All authority, fatherhood and family have today been undermined by the exclusion of 
God. What should future fathers do? — include God. 


Two young men, uncertain of getting married, begged me the other day to write a 
manual on how men should be men. Theirs was a real cry of distress: “When should 
we be nice with women, and when should we be firm? We just don’t know any 
longer!” Yesteryear the answer to that question was common sense for many a man, 
but authority today has been so widely undermined by liberal propaganda that the 
problem of exercising it in marriage may be one reason why now numbers of young 
folk prefer simply to live together rather than get married. What follows is not a 


manual, but it may at least point our two musketeers in the right direction. 


St. Paul says: “I bow my knees to the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ of whom all 
paternity in heaven and earth is named” (Eph. III, 14,15). In other words all 
fatherhood or authority amongst God’s creatures is modelled upon and derives from 
the fatherhood and authority of God himself. As Dostoevsky has one of his characters 
say, “If God does not exist, then I have no business being an army officer.” So it stands 
to reason that if men chase God out of their society, as he is being chased today out of 
the whole wide world, then all authority is radically undermined. In the individual, 
reason will be unable to govern the passions, in the family the father will be unable to 
control his household, and in the State democracy will come to seem the only 


legitimate form of government. 


Now within the family, who, observing daily life, can deny that men are stronger than 
women in the use of reason, while women are stronger than men in intuition and 
emotion? Watch any sitcom if you doubt it. Now feelings have their rightful place in 
life and they are scorned, like one’s wife, at one’s peril, but they come and go, they are 
unstable and as such they are a guide, but not a reliable guide, to action. On the 
contrary if reason discerns what is objectively true and just, it is stabilized by the fact 
that objective truth and justice are above any individual or his feelings. Therefore 


reason may listen to feelings, but it must rule them. That is why men have, as men, a 
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natural authority possessed only exceptionally by women, who have as a rule other 
qualities. That is why the man is naturally the head of the family and home, while the 


woman is naturally its heart. 


But the liberalism which rules the modern world dissolves all sense of objective truth 
or justice. By so doing it deprives the reason of its object, and of its objective anchor in 
a reality above and independent of the reasoning subject. Reason being the prerogative 
of men, liberalism hits the men before it hits the women, whose feminine instincts are 
not dependent on reason. By the same token liberalism undercuts the authority of men 
which comes down from conforming to what is above them, ultimately divine Truth 


and Justice, and it makes all use of authority become arbitrary. 


Therefore, young men, in all your dealings with men or women, seek to be true and 
just, and turn to God for the help necessary to discern truth and justice amidst so 
much untruth and injustice and arbitrary misuse of authority all around us today. 
Then act upon what you discern, and you will re-build your manly authority from 
above, in a world undercutting it from below. In brief, “Seek ye first the kingdom of 
God, and his justice, and all these things shall be added unto you” (Mt. VI, 33). 


Kyrie eleison. 
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READING PAGANS 


No. CCIII (203) June 4, 2011 


Pagan classical authors are worth reading because they can testify quite independently 


of the Church to the universe’s moral structure and order. 


Some Catholic eyebrows may have been raised a while ago when “Eleison Comments” 
(EC 188) recommended the reading of the pagan Greeks to get a handle on the 
universe’s moral framework. Why not rather read Catholic authors? But the same 
great realities of life, suffering and death were faced by the Greek tragedians as are 
faced by the Catholic Doctors: why, as it seems, are we born on this earth, only to 
suffer and die, and by death be separated from everything we have learned to love? 


The question is basic, and can be agonizing. 


The Catholic answer is clear and complete: an infinitely good God gives to each of us 
life, free-will and time enough, if we make the right use of the suffering exactly dosed 
by his Providence (Mt.X, 29-31), for us to choose to spend our eternity rather with 
him in Heaven than without him in Hell. The Greek answer is incomplete, but not 
wholly wide of the mark. Instead of God the Father, they have a Father-god, Zeus, 
and instead of Providence they have Fate (Moira). 


Now whereas for Catholics Providence is inseparable from God, the Greeks separate 
Zeus from Fate so that they sometimes clash. ‘That follows from the Greeks having a 
too human concept of their gods. Nevertheless they do conceive of Zeus as more or 
less benignly directing the universe and of Fate as being unchangeable, as is 
Providence within the true God (Summa Ia, 23, 8; 116,3), so that they are not wholly 
wrong. Moreover they have more respect for their mythical gods, and for the moral 
order guarded by them, than do a host of modern writers, who have no respect for any 


god at all, and who set out to negate any trace of a moral order. 


But the Greeks have one advantage even over Catholic writers. When they present 
great truths, these are drawn from raw life and not just — so to speak — out of the 
Catechism. The same holds true for any non-Catholic witness to truths taught by the 
Church. Just as today’s Talmudic Jews, precisely because they reject Jesus Christ, 


render a special witness to him by guarding jealously in their synagogues the Hebrew 
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text of that Old Testament which speaks of Our Lord from beginning to end, so the 
ancient Greeks give special witness to God and his Providence when, independently 
of the Catechism, they demonstrate the world’s moral order in action. In this way they 
prove that such natural truths are accessible not only to believers, rather they belong to 


the very fabric of life as lived by everyone, if only it is sanely understood. 


Another advantage of the ancient classics in particular is that having preceded Christ, 
there cannot be in them a trace of that apostasy which mars, more or less, even pious 
writers coming out of Christendom after the Middle Ages. Natural truths are 

presented by the ancients with a certain innocence and freshness which can no longer 


be recovered. The waters are too muddied. 


In fact it was the Church’s monasteries which ensured the survival of the manuscripts 
of the ancient classics in medieval times. Count on the true Catholic Church to save 
them once more in modern times from the new barbarians, liberals! For wherever the 


so-called “scholarship” of the liberals prevails today, it turns all classics to dust. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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MEN’S LIMITS 


No. CCIV (204) June 11, 2011 


A French air-liner’s crash in the Atlantic two years ago reminds us how puny are 


men’s most brilliant machines up against Nature. 


The discovery in early April, after a two-year hunt, of wreckage from the Air France 
Airbus which went down in mid-Atlantic on June 1, 2009, and the subsequent 
recovery of the aircraft’s flight recorders known as “black boxes,” have thrown an eerie 
light on the disaster, puzzling until now. What a drama! It seems that the Airbus 
330-200 stalled at an altitude of 38,000 feet, and then for three and a half minutes 
tumbled straight down to crash into the ocean, causing everybody on board, 228 souls, 


to appear instantaneously before the judgment seat of God. 


The initial problem for flight AF 447 could well have been nasty night-time weather 
high over the ocean two hours out from Rio de Janeiro in Brazil on the way to Paris. 
Conclusions from the evidence provided by the black boxes are not yet final, but the 
next problem may have been that the aircraft’s air speed indicators, deriving 
information from pitot tubes, gave false readings to the pilots. When the aircraft 
began to stall, instead of putting the nose down to gather the speed necessary for the 
aircraft to start flying again, it seems that the pilots turned up the engines, which is 
another way of dealing with a stall situation, but they also pulled the nose up. More 
automatic stall warnings followed until the plane finally stalled, and once it began to 


fall the pilots seem to have been powerless to prevent the crash. 


Were they intent upon climbing above the storm instead of pitching down into it? 
Were they relying too much on their electronics, apparently more and more dominant 
in aircraft cockpits? Did they panic? (How understandable if they did!) One awaits the 
final results of Air France’s inquest as to the cause of the crash, but a few things in 


connection with it are certain. 


We can any of us die at any moment, for a variety of causes. Will we at that moment 
of death have the time, grace and presence of mind to make an act of contrition 
sufficient to save our souls? A fear of imminent death can wipe out of the mind 


everything except the instinctive urge to survive. Now millions of intercontinental 
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passengers are every year whisked safely over oceans by our brilliant flying machines, 
but these are puny things compared to the forces of nature. “Stop,” said the storm, 
“you are not such masters of the elements as you think.” And the passengers and crew, 
called violently back to reality from their in-flight movies and in-seat meals, must all 
have been gripped by a panic fear for most or all of the 210-second plunge to their 


death, as nature’s law of gravity took over from man’s ingenuity of flight. 


Even after 672 days on the ocean-bed, the black boxes functioned perfectly, and now 
they are yielding up their secrets of the last minutes of flight AF 447. Clever idea! 
Clever design! But how many souls aboard that brilliant machine were ready to enter 
into eternity? And how many more might have been ready if only men devoted to the 
saving of their souls a small part of the intelligence and effort which they spend on 
their material machines? Mother of God, pray for us sinners that neither distraction 
nor panic may prevent us from putting and keeping our souls in order, “now and in 


the hour of our death.” 


Kyrie eleison. 
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DISCUSSIONS’ AFTERMATH 


No. CCV (205) June 18, 2011 


If the Rome-SSPX doctrinal Discussions have come to an end and come to nothing, 


let there be no non-doctrinal agreement. 


As the doctrinal Discussions which were held from the autumn of 2009 to the spring 
of this year between the Society of St Pius X and Rome drop back into the past, the 
question naturally arises of future relations between the two. Among Catholics on 
both sides there is a wish for contacts to continue, but since such pious wishes for 
union easily give rise to illusions, it is necessary to keep one’s grip on reality if one is 


not to join the whole modern world in its anti-God fantasy. 


Originally the Discussions were wanted not by the Society but by Rome, as it hoped 
to dissolve the Society’s notorious resistance to the Neo-modernism of Vatican I. The 
great obstacle was doctrine, because the Society is well protected inside the fortress of 
the Church’s age-old and unchanging doctrine. It had to be lured out of that fortress. 
Now for Neo-modernists, just as for Communists, any contact or dialogue with an 
adversary in a secure position was — and remains — better than none, because he can 
only lose by it while they can only gain. So Rome agreed even to doctrinal 


Discussions. 


Alas for Rome, the Society’s four representatives believe clearly and held firm. As one 
of the four Roman theologians taking part in the Discussions was overheard to say 
afterwards, “We do not understand them and they do not understand us.” Of course. 
Unless the Romans abandoned their Neo-modernism or the Society priests betrayed 
the Truth, it was bound to be a relatively fruitless dialogue. But Rome cannot stand its 
own betrayal of the Truth being shown up by the paltry Society, so it is not likely to 
give up. That is why we already hear of an Ecclesia Dei spokesman telling that Rome 
will very soon offer an “Apostolic Ordinariat” to the Society. Of course such a quote 
may be merely a trial balloon to test reactions, but it is also a tempting idea. Unlike a 
Personal Prelature, an Apostolic Ordinariat is independent of the local bishops, and 
unlike an Apostolic Administration, such as Campos in Brazil, it is not confined to 


just one diocese. What more could the Society ask for? 
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It asks that Rome should come back to the Truth, because it knows, as do 
Communists and Neo-modernists, that any practical co-operation which would skirt 
around doctrinal disagreement leads eventually, for all kinds of human reasons, to 
absorbing the false doctrine of the enemies of the Faith, in other words to betraying 
the Truth. Here is why the Society’s Superior General has in public more than once 
repudiated any canonical agreement with Rome that would precede a doctrinal 
agreement. But the Discussions have served at least to demonstrate the depth of the 
doctrinal disagreement between the Society and Neo-modernist Rome. That is why 
Catholics should be prepared for the Society to refuse even the offer of an Apostolic 


Ordinariat, however well-intentioned the Roman authorities may be. 


But why is doctrine so important? Because the Catholic Faith is a doctrine. But why is 
Faith so important? Because without it we cannot please God (Heb.X1,6). But why 
must it be the Catholic Faith? Will no other faith in God do? No, because God 
himself underwent the horror of the Cross to reveal to us the one true Faith. All other 


“faiths” contradict, more or less, that true Faith, with lies. 


Four future numbers of “Eleison Comments” will show, with all due respect, how 
disoriented in this respect is the way of believing of the present Pope, however 


well-intentioned he may also be. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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CHOOSING LAWYERS 


No. CCVI (206) June 25, 2011 


If a notorious Revisionist has had to change lawyers several times for his trials and 


tribulations in Germany, there have been reasons. 


These “Comments” do not usually tell of things personal, but on the eve of their 
writer's Appeal being heard in Germany (July 4), an UNTRUTH is circulating which 
needs to be set straight, amongst other things to allay unwarranted anxieties. The 
untruth is that I wish my defence against the German State’s accusation of “racial 
incitement” to be based on the truth or falsehood of what actually happened in the 


most controversial episode of recent German history. 


In fact from the moment I knew that I might be accused in Germany of “racial 
incitement” for remarks made in English to Swedish journalists in November of 2008, 
I also knew that if I repeated the remarks in front of a German law-court, I risked 
being immediately thrown into jail. Such is the present state of German law. 


However, I would rather not be decorated with chains, if I can help it. 


So from the beginning I heeded the advice to defend myself on the basis that my 
remarks were self-evidently in no way intended for a German audience, and thus the 
German law did not apply to my situation. This much is clear from the last minute of 
the famous video-clip available on YouTube, which is the last several minutes of the 
one-hour interview with the Swedes. Moreover, immediately after those remarks, but 
off camera, I went up to the Swedes and earnestly asked them to be “discrete” in the 
use they would make of the last part of the interview. This much they would have to 
admit if they were to testify, but they cannot be forced to come to Germany, so they 


decline to do so. 


As for my changing lawyers four times, the Society’s Superior General originally 
entrusted my defence to the Society’s lawyer, Maximilian Krah, who chose to engage 
Matthias Lossmann, a member of the, alas, anti-Catholic Green Party. He was 
conscientious but perhaps not too enthusiastic about the case. Through friends, I 
discovered a lawyer enthusiastic and highly successful in defending such delicate cases, 


Wolfram Nahrath, but Lossmann was unwilling to work with him. Seeking only the 


Eleison Comments 
Published by The St. Marcel Initiative 


EC No. 206 p. 52 of 106 


best legal counsel available to me in my quandary, I switched from Lossmann to 


Nahrath. 


However, when the Superior General was informed by aides of Nahrath’s political 
position, he ordered me to find someone else again, believing in good faith no doubt 
that any public association between the SSPX and “an extreme rightist” would be 
detrimental. He approved of the elderly and honourable Dr. Norbert Wingerter, a 
conservative Novus Ordo Catholic, but it appears that it could be Wingerter who is 
unwittingly the source of the untruth now in circulation. I do not know why, but he 
seems to be under the mistaken impression that I wanted to go, in front of the court, 
into the truth or untruth of that episode in German history. Fortunately the Superior 


General had already approved of yet another lawyer, who now understands correctly 


how I wish to be defended. 


Dear readers, if you think that the interests of God are in any way at stake (not 
everybody thinks so), do say a prayer between now and July 4 for my latest lawyer who 
has been for several months working hard on the case, but who is liable to come under 


fierce pressure from anti-Catholic interests and their powerful servants. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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DON’T BORROW 


No. CCVII (207) July 2, 2011 


To live by borrowing is foolish for borrowers and often today criminal for lenders, but 


God uses such criminals to scourge apostasy. 


The latest financial bailout of Greece, announced last week, has once more put off the 
day of reckoning for the European Union and maybe for the worldwide financial 
system, but that day is merely postponed, not cancelled. The problem is systemic. If 
democratic politicians want to be re-elected, they must borrow to pay for the free 
lunches on which they themselves have made the peoples insist, but the folly for 
individuals, families or nations of taking out loans upon loans cannot last for ever, and 
one day it comes to a crashing halt. Such peoples and politicians have today long been 
on the wrong road, because the decision to heap up loans is ultimately stupid or 


criminal. 


It is stupid if the basic wisdom has been forgotten of three lines of Shakespeare, worth 
volumes written by professional “economists”:— “Neither a borrower nor a lender be / 
For loan oft loses both itself and friend / And borrowing dulls the edge of husbandry.” 
In other words a habit of borrowing accustoms one to not “husbanding” or looking 
after the resources one has. For instance, at least to begin with, money borrowed 
comes too easily, thus undermining the sense of money’s value and the sense of reality, 
for instance how hard money can be to earn or eventually to pay back. As for lending, 
says Polonius (Hamlet, I, 3), not only are loans often not paid back, but also if I have 
lent to a friend who cannot pay back, he can be too afraid or ashamed to come near 


me again. 


However, not all lenders are stupid. A number of them are criminal, because they 
know that by lending money at usurious rates of interest they can reduce individuals, 
families and nations to poverty and slavery — “The borrower is servant” (or slave) “to 
him that lendeth” (Prov. XXII, 7). Certain credit cards are now paying between 20 
and 30% rates of interest, yet the Catholic Church has always severely condemned 
usury. Usurers are criminals who destroy the fabric of society by impoverishing and 


enslaving their fellow men, or whole nations. 
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In modern times usury takes different forms, say the Popes, and this is why the whole 
world should now be waking up to the fact that it has let itself be enslaved by the 
cunning money-men, who use their money to master the media and politicians in 
particular, and thus buy control of an entire society giving itself over to Mammon. 
The question then arises, how can God have allowed such a state of affairs to come 
about, and how can he now be meaning to allow the immense suffering that will come 
with the imminent financial crash and/or World War, both of which will have been 


engineered by his enemies to give them, as they hope, total world power? 


The answer is that he has granted such power to his enemies because their cruelty and 
inhumanity serve him as a scourge to be laid across the back of a world that has turned 
away from him, and has preferred to take Mammon for its master — you cannot serve 
both God and Mammon, says Our Lord (Mt. VI, 24). And God will allow a great 
deal more suffering in the near future, because “In suffering is learning” (Aeschylus), 
and in fact only heavy suffering will today be enough to enable any significant number 
of souls worldwide to learn that their materialism and worship of Mammon are 


treacherous enemies of their one true interest, the salvation of their eternal souls. 
Mother of God, obtain mercy for us poor sinners! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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BENEDICT’S THINKING - I 


No. CCVIII (208) July 9, 2011 


Benedict XVI tries to interpret Vatican II and Tradition so as to make them 
compatible, but God’s Truth cannot be bent. 


The “Eleison Comments” of June 18 promised a series of four numbers which would 
show how “disoriented” is Pope Benedict XVI’s “way of believing.” They present in 
fact a summary of the precious tract on his thinking written a few years ago by Bishop 
Tissier de Mallerais, one of the four bishops of the Society of St Pius X. The Bishop’s 
tract, The Faith Imperilled by Reason, he calls “unpretentious,” but it does lay bare 
the Pope’s fundamental problem — how to believe in the Catholic Faith in such a way 
as not to exclude the values of the modern world. The tract shows that such a way of 


believing is necessarily disoriented, even if the Pope does still in some way believe. 


It divides into four parts. After an important Introduction to Benedict XVI's 
“Hermeneutic of Continuity,” Bishop Tissier looks briefly at the philosophical and 
theological roots of the Pope’s thinking. Thirdly he lays out its fruits for the Gospel, 








for dogma, for the Church and society, for the Kingship of Christ and for the Last 
Things. He concludes with a measured judgment upon the Pope’s Newfaith, highly 


critical but wholly respectful. Let us start with an overview of the Introduction:— 


The basic problem for Benedict XVI, as for all of us, is the clash between the Catholic 
Faith and the modern world. For instance he sees that modern science is amoral, that 
modern society is secular and modern culture is multi-religious. He specifies the clash 
as being between Faith and Reason, between the Faith of the Church, and Reason as 
worked out by the 18th century Enlightenment. However, he is convinced that they 


can and must both be interpreted in such a way as to bring them into harmony with 





one another. Hence his close participation in Vatican II, a Council which attempted 
to reconcile the Faith with today’s world. But Traditionalists say that the Council 
failed, because its very principles are irreconcilable with the Faith. Hence Pope 
Benedict’s “Hermeneutic of Continuity,” or system of interpretation to show that 
there is no rupture between Catholic Tradition and Vatican II. 





The principles for Benedict’s “hermeneutic” go back to a German historian of the 
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19th century, Wilhelm Dilthey (1833-1911). Dilthey maintained that as truths arise 
in history, so they can only be understood in their history, and human truths cannot 
be understood without the involvement of the human subject in that history. So to 
continue the core of past truths into the present, one needs to subtract all elements 
belonging to the past, now irrelevant, and replace them with elements important for 
the living present. Benedict applies to the Church this double process of purification 
and enrichment. On the one hand Reason must purify the Faith of its errors from the 
past, e.g. its absolutism, while on the other hand the Faith must get Reason to 
moderate its attacks on religion and to remember that its humanist values, liberty, 


equality and fraternity, all originated in the Church. 


The great error here of the Pope is that the truths of the Catholic Faith on which 
Christian civilization was built and on which its feeble remains still rest, have their 
origin by no means in human history, but in the eternal bosom of the unchanging 
God. They are eternal truths, from eternity, for eternity. “Heaven and earth will pass 
away, but my words will not pass away” says Our Lord, (MtXXIV,35). Neither 
Dilthey nor, apparently, Benedict XVI can conceive of truths far above human history 
and above all its conditioning. If the Pope thinks that by making such concessions to 
faithless Reason, he will draw its adherents towards the Faith, let him think again. 
They merely despise Faith the more! 


Next, the philosophical and theological roots of Benedict’s thinking. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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BENEDICT’S THINKING - II 


No. CCIX (209) July 16, 2011 


Benedict XVI’s basic error in philosophy is Kantian subjectivism. But no subject can 


change or influence the objective truths of the Faith. 


If one divides into four parts Bishop Tissier’s study of the thinking of Benedict XVI, 
then the second part presents its philosophical and theological roots. By analyzing the 
philosophy first, the Bishop is following Pius X’s great Encyclical “Pascendi.” If a wine 
bottle is dirty inside, the very best of wine poured into it will be spoiled. If a man’s 
mind is disconnected from reality, as it is by modern philosophy, then even the 
Catholic Faith filtered through it will be disoriented, because it will no longer be 
oriented by reality. Here is Benedict’s problem. 


Like Pius X before him, the Bishop attributes the prime responsibility for this disaster 
of modern minds to the German Enlightenment philosopher, Immanuel KANT 
(1724-1804), who finalized the system of anti-thought, prevailing now everywhere, 
which excludes God from rational discourse. For if, as Kant claimed, the mind can 
know nothing of the object except what appears to the senses, then the mind is free to 
reconstruct the reality behind the sense appearances however it may like, objective 
reality is dismissed as unknowable, and the subject reigns supreme. If the subject 
needs God and postulates his existence, well and good. Otherwise, so to speak, God is 


out of luck! 


Bishop Tissier then presents five modern philosophers, all grappling with the 
consequences of Kant’s subjective folly of putting idea over reality and subject over 
object. The two most important of them for this Pope’s thinking might be Heidegger 
(1889-1976), a father of existentialism, and Buber (1878-1965), a leading exponent of 
personalism. If essences are unknowable (Kant), then there remains only existence. 
Now the most important existent is the person, constituted for Buber by 
intersubjectivity, or the “I-You” relationship between subjective persons, which for 
Buber opens the way to God. Therefore knowledge of the objective God is going to 
depend on the subjective involvement of the human person. What an insecure 


foundation for that knowledge! 
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Yet involvement of the human subject will be the key to Benedict’s theological 
thinking, influenced firstly, writes the Bishop, by the renowned School of Tuebingen. 
Founded by J.S. von Drey (1777-1853), this School held that history is moved by the 
spirit of the age in constant movement, and this spirit is the Spirit of Christ. 
Therefore God’s Revelation is no longer the Deposit of Faith closed at the death of 
the last Apostle, and merely made more explicit as time goes on. Instead, it has a 
constantly evolving content to which the receiving subject contributes. So the Church 
of each age plays an active and not just passive part in Revelation, and it gives to past 
Tradition its present meaning. Is this beginning to sound familiar? Like the 


hermeneutic of Dilthey? See EC 208. 


Thus for Benedict XVI God is not an object apart nor merely objective, he is personal, 
an “I” exchanging with each human “You.” Scripture or Tradition do come objectively 
from the divine “I,” but on the other hand the living and moving “You” must 
constantly re-read that Scripture, and since Scripture is the basis of Tradition, then 
Tradition too must become dynamic by the subject’s involvement, and not just static, 
like Archbishop Lefebvre’s “fixated” Tradition. Similarly theology must be 
subjectivized, Faith must be a personal “experiencing” of God, and even the 


Magisterium must stop being merely static. 
“Accursed is the man that puts his trust in man” says Jeremiah (XVII, 5). 


Kyrie eleison. 
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BENEDICT’S THINKING - III 


No. CCX (210) July 23, 2011 


Benedict XVI's subjectivism impels him to turn the Faith inside out: Gospel, dogma, 
Church, society, Christ’s Kingship, the Last Ends. 


After studying the roots of Pope Benedict’s thinking (EC 209), Bishop Tissier in his 
Faith Imperilled by Reason proceeds to study its fruits. If that thinking is rooted 
above all in the systematic subjectivism of Kant (1724-1804), those fruits cannot be 
good. How can the objective truths of the Faith be made in any way intrinsically 
dependent on the participation or reactions of the subjective believer? The Gospel, 
dogma, the Church, society, Christ the King and the Last Ends will be, one after 


another, mortally stricken. 


Let us start with the Gospel. Its value lies no longer in telling the historical facts of 
the life and death of Our Lord, but rather in the power of its narrative to evoke 
existential problems of our own time. For instance whether Our Lord’s very own body 
sprang re-united with his human soul out of the tomb on Easter morning is not 
important. What matters is the modern meaning behind the narrative: love is stronger 
than death, Christ lives on by the force of love, and guarantees that we too will survive 


by love. Forget the reality or the facts. “All you need is love.” 


Dogma needs likewise to be purified of the past and enriched by the present. Now the 
present-day philosopher Heidegger teaches that the person is a “self-surpassing.” 
Then Christ was the man so totally self-surpassing, so completely striving for the 
infinite beyond himself, that he fulfilled himself to the point of becoming divine. So 
the dogma of the Incarnation no longer means that God became man, but that man 
became God! Similarly the Redemption must mean no longer that Jesus paid to his 
Father by his terrible Passion the debt for all men’s sins, but that by his Cross he loved 
God in our stead as God should be loved, and he attracts us to do the same. Sin has 
ceased to be a mortal offence against God, it is merely a selfishness, a lack of love. So 
Mass no longer needs to be a sacrifice, and the priest becomes merely the animator of 


the communal celebration. No wonder Benedict believes in the Novus Ordo Mass. 


As for the Church, since the existent person is the supreme value (cf. EC 209) and all 
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persons are equally existent, then away with a Church of hierarchical inequalities, and 
away with the Catholic Church as the one and only Ark of Salvation, because the 
followers of every religion are existent persons. Let ecumenism replace all Catholic 
missionary efforts. Also, making the person into the supreme value will dissolve 
society by subordinating the common good to the individual’s rights, and it will 
undermine both marriage and society by putting the mutual company of the male and 
female persons in front of children. As for Christ the King, he will be dethroned by 
the bestowing upon every person such dignity that the State must protect that person’s 


right to choose his own religion. 


Finally death, from a penalty, becomes a remedy for our ills. The particular judgment 
means only a reward. Hell is no more than an irrevocably selfish state of soul. Heaven 
will be “an ever new immersion in the infinity of being” — what being? — and so on. 
Here is a new religion, comments Bishop Tissier, rather more comfortable — at least 


vhere below — than the Catholic religion. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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BENEDICT’S THINKING - IV 


No. CCXI (211) July 30, 2011 


In conclusion, Benedict XVI hopes in vain to reconcile Catholicism with the modern 


world. They can only make war on one another. 


In the fourth and last part of this overview of Bishop Tissier’s Faith Imperilled by 
Reasonthe Bishop pronounces judgment upon Pope Benedict XVI's system of 
re-interpreting the Catholic Faith in order to make it more accessible to modern man. 
Defenders of the Pope might accuse the Bishop of presenting only one side of the 
Pope’s thinking, but that side is there, and the Bishop is right to bring it out into the 
open, and to show its coherence as a system of error, because the more truth is mixed 
with it, the better disguised it will be, and the more damage it can do to the salvation 


of souls. 


In Chapter IX of his tract, Bishop Tissier shows how the Pope changes what 
Catholics believe in, and why. True Catholics believe in the Articles of Faith as 
defined by the Church, which they accept because of the objective authority of God 
revealing them. But to Benedict this seems an abstract religion of cold definitions, so 
instead he will say, “Faith is a meeting with Jesus, a person, the presence of God, a 
presence of love.” Now belief changed in this way may feel more warm and personal, 
but it also risks being the vague fruit of personal experience, based on subjective 
feelings, which are unreliable. But who really wants a tottering bridge to Heaven, just 


because it feels good? 


In Chapter X the Bishop goes on to show how the whole system of belief totters 
which emerges from this change, because Benedict’s recipe for a felt Catholicism is to 


purify dogmas of their non-essential past, and enrich them with a more understanding 





awareness drawn from the present. But the prime former of present-day awareness is 
the philosopher Kant, followed by Benedict, who holds that God cannot be proved, 
but only postulated or fabricated according to men’s needs, which take the place of 
objective realities. In any such world, how many people will postulate God at all? 


Small wonder if in 1996 Cardinal Ratzinger foresaw a dim future for the Church. 


In his Afterword, Bishop Tissier concludes that the synthesis between modernity and 
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Catholicism being subjectively sought for by Benedict’s imperative need for a 
reconciliation between his Catholic heart and his modern head, is impossible. For 
instance, the Pope wants to believe that the Rights of Man, idolized in every 
democracy of today, are merely the up-dating of Christianity, but they are in fact its 
death. Implicit in their logic is a declaration of independence from God, and of 
liberation from all constriction by any God-given human nature. They are in fact an 


atom bomb in modern man’s war on God, a keystone in the New World Order. 


So the Pope, says the Bishop, must put no hopes for upholding the world in any such 
“mutual purification and regeneration” of religion and reason in view of their “mutual 
enrichment.” When it comes to religion, secularized reason has little or nothing of 
value to offer, and all attempts of Catholic theologians to come to terms with it will 
collapse like a house of cards, just like the New World Order that such theologians are 
hoping to serve. And the Bishop gives to St. Paul the last word — “For other 
foundations no man can lay, but that which is laid: which is Christ Jesus” (I Cor.II, 
11). 


Bishop Tissier’s complete tract has been available in French, but it may for the 


moment be out of print. English and Italian translations are accessible on the Internet. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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FATTH VICTORIOUS 


No. CCXII (212) August 6, 2011 


What Benedict XVI needs to do is to believe in the unchanging Faith, and proclaim it 
in the teeth of all modernity. 


By way of answer to Bishop Tissier de Mallerais’ persuasive criticism of Pope 
Benedict’s thinking, laid out briefly in the last four numbers of these “Comments,” 
what then shall we say (Rom.VI, 1)? Let us look at three arguments by which good 
Catholics might seek to defend the Pope from the accusation that his thinking is not 
Catholic. 


A first line of defence might claim in general that to attack in any way the Pope is to 
help the enemies of the Church. But is not the primary duty of the Pope to “confirm 
his brethren in the Faith” (Lk-XXII, 32)? If then a Pope’s thinking seriously strays 
from the Faith, to point out to him, with all due respect, where he is going astray, is 
not to attack him, or to do the work of the enemies of the Church. It is to help him to 
see clear to do his duty, and to remind him of the one and only means he has of 
conquering those enemies, who are today more powerful than ever — “This is the 


victory which overcometh the world — our Faith” (I Jn.V, 4). 


A second objection to Bishop Tissier’s argument, particular to our own time, might be 
that Pope Benedict is a prisoner in the Vatican, so he is not free to defend Catholic 
Tradition as he would really wish to do. Now it is true that the post-Conciliar Popes 
have been surrounded by high-up Church officials who are Freemasons secretly bent 
upon destroying the Church. It is also possible that since Vatican II the money-men 
have had more and more of a financial slip-knot around the Vatican’s neck. But 
enough dollars would follow the true doctrine, if only it were proclaimed, and if 
Benedict’s faith were not imprisoned by Hegelian errors, it would easily have the 
victory over the Freemasons all around him. Victory by martyrdom? It might take a 
series of martyr Popes, but if only we deserved them, as in the early Church, the 


Vatican would soon again be free! 


A third more direct objection was alluded to in the last “EC”: Benedict XVI might 


claim that he believes not only in Faith and Reason correcting one another, but also in 
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the Traditional Faith. Thus, he might say, he himself absolutely believes that Jesus’ 
own crucified body rose alive with his human soul from the tomb on Easter morning, 
so if he also tells modern man that the real meaning of the Resurrection is not a 
material body coming out of a material tomb, but spiritual love conquering death, that 


is merely to make the Resurrection accessible to disbelieving modern man. 


But, Holy Father, did or did not that crucified body rise alive from that material 
tomb? If it did not, stop believing that it did, stop even pretending to believe that it 
did, and resign from being the Pope of delusional Catholics. But if it did rise from the 
tomb, then THAT is what you must proclaim to poor modern man, and you must — 
pardon my language — cast his disbelief in his teeth. Modern man does not need to be 


told about luv, luv, luv. He hears it all day long! He does need to hear the rational 





argument, not pre-supposing faith, that only Our Lord truly risen could have both 
stopped his implacable enemies in their tracks and turned his totally dispirited 


Apostles into world-conquerors. 


Holy Father, it is useless trying to get through to the world on its own rotten terms. 
Conquer it on Our Lord’s terms! And if you are obliged to give to us an example of 
martyrdom, do believe that that is the example that many of us may need in the not 


too distant future. We humbly pray for you. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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INNOCENT IGNORANCE? 


No. CCXIII (213) August 13, 2011 


If “good Protestants” want to be saved, they most probably under-estimate what God 


wants them to believe and to do. 


A reader asks a vital question: « If a good Protestant has lived a good life but still 
firmly believes that the Catholic Faith is wrong, so that he does not even consider 
entering the Catholic Church, can he still be saved?” The question is vital (from “vita” 
in latin, meaning “life”), because it is a question of eternal life or death for countless 


souls. 


By way of answer, the first thing to be said is that every soul appearing at death 
instantaneously before God’s judgment seat will be judged by him with a perfect 
justice and with a perfect mercy. God alone knows the depths of a man’s heart which a 
man can hide from himself, let alone from other men. Men may misjudge, but God 
never. Therefore the “good Protestant” will be damned by himself or saved by God, 
exactly as God knows that he has deserved. 


Nevertheless it stands to reason that if God wants all of us to be saved (I Tim.II,4), 
and requires of us to believe on pain of damnation (Mk.XVI,16), he will have let us 
men know what we must believe and what we must do to save our souls. What then 


must the “good Protestant” believe? 


At the very least any soul to be saved must believe that God exists and that he rewards 
the good and punishes the wicked (Heb.X1,6). If a “good Protestant” who has led “a 
good life” does not believe that, he cannot be saved. But many Catholic theologians go 





further and say that to be saved one must also believe in the Holy Trinity and in 
Christ as Redeemer. If these theologians are right, then there may be many more 


“good Protestants” who cannot save their souls. 


And God may require of them to believe in more than just these absolute basics, 
depending upon how much opportunity they have had in life to learn of the Truth 
that comes from him. If they are ignorant of all the rest of the Catholic Faith, have 


they never come across it? Possibly not. But possibly they have. I can remember my 
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mother telling with admiration how a Catholic priest once answered all the serious 
questions of her “good Protestant” father, but there was no follow-up that I know of. 
If then “good Protestants” have even only once come across Catholic truth, why 
exactly did they not follow up? Unless it was badly presented, they were in effect 
rejecting truth. Can they have rejected it without some fault? Then did they reject it 
innocently or wilfully? “Good Protestants” easily consider themselves to be innocent, 


as do we all, but God is deceived by none of us. 


However, there is also what a “good Protestant” must do to be saved. He may not 
know all that the Catholic Church infallibly requires of us in morals, but he does have 
at least the natural light of his in-born conscience. Now it may be truly difficult with 
original sin and with no help from the Catholic sacraments to follow that natural light 
of one’s conscience, but if one does seriously violate it or twist it out of true, it is easy 
to live and to die in mortal sin, a state in which no soul can be saved. Again, the “good 
Protestant” may plead ignorance of the fullness of God’s law as Catholics can know it, 
but is his ignorance truly “invincible,” i.e. innocent? For instance, did he really not 
know, or did he actually want not to know, that artificial means of birth control are 


seriously displeasing to God? 


God knows. God judges. May he have mercy upon all “good Protestants,” and upon 


all of us. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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“GREEK GIFTS” — I 


No. CCXIV (214) August 20, 2011 


If Rome soon presents its decision on the SSPX, as emerging from the Discussions, 


let the SSPX examine closely any tempting offer. 


On September 14 in a few weeks’ time is due to take place in Rome, so we are told, a 
meeting of Cardinal Levada and Roman officials with the Superior General of the 
Society of St Pius X and his two Assistants. Catholics who appreciate all that 
Archbishop Lefebvre and his Society have been given to do over the last 40 years in 
defence of the Faith need to be forewarned, because that Faith is ever more in danger, 


and “Forewarned is forearmed,” especially by prayer. 


It was Cardinal Levada, Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, 
who was entrusted two years ago with overseeing the doctrinal Discussions that ran 
from the autumn of 2009 to April of this year, between Rome and the SSPX. It was 
Rome that invited the SSPX to this meeting. It seems reasonable to anticipate that the 
Romans on September 14 will be laying down as to future relations with the SSPX 


their decision emerging from the Discussions. 


Now by all accounts the Discussions made clear that no doctrinal agreement is 
possible between the SSPX as cleaving to the age-old Church doctrine, and today’s 
Rome as set upon the Conciliar teaching of the Newchurch, and moreover persevering 
in this disorientation, as is clear from the Newbeatification of John-Paul II in May 
and from Assisi III due to happen this coming October. So the situation coming out 
of the Discussions remains exactly where it was two years ago, going into the 
Discussions: on the one hand, for the glory of God and for the salvation of souls, the 
SSPX strives to help Rome back to the true Catholic Faith, whilst for the glory of 
modern man and for the satisfaction of his ignoble media (as in January and February 
of 2009), Conciliar Rome is doing all within its power to induce the SSPX to blend 


into the mind- and soul-rotting ecumenism of the Newfaith. 


What then can we imagine Rome imposing on September 14? Either carrot or stick, 
or more probably, as adjusted by their expertise in its reading of the current state of 


mind within the SSPX, both. The stick could be a threat of total “excommunication” 
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for the SSPX, once and for all. But who that has the Catholic Faith could be scared by 
such a threat? When Archbishop Lefebvre was threatened for the first time with 
“excommunication” from the Newchurch, we remember his reply: “How can I be put 


out of a ‘church’ to which I have never belonged?” 


On the other hand the cleverest carrot from Rome could be the apparently irresistible 
offer of “full communion with Rome” on the SSPX’s ownterms. Only there might be 
hidden away a little clause that would stipulate that future SSP-X Superiors and 
Bishops might be chosen by a joint committee of Rome and the SSPX with the 
merest majority of members being — Romans. After all, would the SSPX be wanting 
to come under Rome, or not? “Make up your minds!” will be their reasonable demand, 


as Cardinal Ratzinger reportedly cried out in 2001. 


Clear minds recall the saying of the wise — but scorned — Trojan who did not want the 
Greeks’ Horse to be brought into Troy: “Howsoever it be, I fear the Greeks, even 
when they bear gifts.” But the Trojan Horse was brought in. We all know what 
happened to Troy. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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“GREEK GIFTS” - I 


No. CCXV (215) August 27, 2011 


It does not matter how good the Romans’ intentions may be in promoting their 


Newchurch. Good intentions only make them more dangerous. 


“But, your Excellency, how could you in last week’s “Eleison Comments” (214) call in 
question, as you did, the sincerity and good will of the Roman officials who are only 
seeking to put an end to the alienation of the Society of St Pius X from the 
mainstream Church? You compared them to the Greeks deliberately deceiving the 
Trojans by means of the Trojan Horse. But all they want is to overcome the long and 
hurtful division between Catholics of Tradition and Church Authority!” Answer, one 
need not at all call in question these Romans’ sincerity and good will. There, in fact, is 
the problem! After nearly 500 years of Protestantism and Liberalism our age is so 
confused and perverse that the world is now full of people doing wrong even while 
being convinced that they are doing right. And the more convinced such people are 
that they are doing right, the more dangerous they can be, because with all the more 
force of subjective sincerity and good intentions they push towards doing objective 
wrong, and they pull others with them. The more sincerely today’s Romans are 


convinced of the rightness of their Newchurch, the more efficaciously they will destroy 
the true Church. 


“But, your Excellency, God alone judges their intentions!” When it comes to 
defending the Faith, subjective intentions are comparatively unimportant. If Romans 
mean well in trying to pull the SSPX into the mainstream Church, I may like them 
personally but I will hate their errors. If they do not mean well because they know that 
they are trying to destroy the true Faith, than I shall not like them and I will just the 
same hate their errors. Their being likeable or not, or liked by me or not, is of little or 


no importance compared with those errors by which they are, objectively, destroying 


the Church. 


When likeable men are peddling horrible errors, it is all too easy either to say that the 
errors are as likeable as the men, in which case the men incline us to liberalism, or to 


say that the men are as horrible as their errors, in which case the errors of the 
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Conciliar Popes incline us to sedevacantism. But the reality today is that it has never 
been easier in all the history of mankind for men to be likeable at the same time as 
their errors are horrible. Such is our age. This situation could get worse only under the 


Antichrist, but it is his forerunners that are already driving the world to its ruin. 


In the meantime the Romans who on September 14 are due to meet with the leaders 
of the SSPX are sure to be convinced of the rightness of the Newchurch as reshaped 
by Vatican II, in which case they are in grave error, but they may be chosen for their 
personal charm, to help draw the SSPX towards official Rome. Then be not surprised, 
dear readers, if the SSPX will be made to seem as though it is spurning Rome’s noble 
offers and good intentions, but that will not be the case. Any spurning by the SSPX 
will only be of horrible errors. Long live true Rome! Long live sweet Romans! But 


perish their errors! 
“Your Excellency, what is their essential error?” 


Putting man in the place of God. They are sliding into apostasy, and taking 


numberless souls with them. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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“GREEK GIFTS” - I 


No. CCXVI (216) September 3, 2011 


A Vatican insider suggests what Rome will tell the SSPX at their upcoming meeting. 
But the Rome-SSPX problem lies far deeper. 


Speculation is only speculation. Journalists are only journalists. But an Italian 
journalist claimed last month that he had the authority of a’Vatican insider” for 
writing that the Sept 14 meeting between Roman officials and the Superior General 
of the Society of St Pius X with his two Assistants may discuss a possible canonical 
regularization of the SSPX. Here is a summary of Andrea Tornielli’s main points (see 
http://vaticaninsider.lastampa.it/en/homepage/inquiries-and-interviews/detail/articolo 


/lefebvriani-vaticano-tradizione-fellay-7423/):— 


The Vatican officials will submit to the SSPX (1) a clarification of Benedict XVI's 
“hermeneutic of continuity” to show how it is the more authentic interpretation of the 
texts of Vatican II. “Only if,” says Tornielli, this clarification overcomes the doctrinal 
difficulties will there then be presented (2) a solution to the canonical irregularity in 
which the SSPX bishops and priests still find themselves: an Ordinariat such as was 
given to the Anglicans in May, whereby the SSPX would depend directly on the Holy 
See through the Ecclesia Dei Commission. This arrangement would enable the SSPX 
to “retain its characteristics without having to answer to the diocesan bishops.” But (3) 
any such agreement is not certain because “within the SSPX co-exist different 


sensitivities.” 


From everything we know in public about Vatican-SSPX relations, Tornielli’s forecast 
for the Sept 14 meeting seems highly probable. But each of his three main points 


deserves comment:— 


Firstly, as to the doctrinal gulf between today’s Vatican and Archbishop Lefebvre’s 
SSPX, it cannot be said that Benedict XVI’s “hermeneutic of continuity” is a solution 
(see EC 208-211). If Tornielli is right, it will be interesting (not edifying) to see how 
Rome tries once more to prove that 2+2 can be 4 or 5, 5 or 4. Catholic doctrine is as 


rigid, if not always as clear to us human beings, as 2+2=4. 
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Secondly, as to the canonical arrangement evoked by Tornielli, if — unimaginably — 
the SSPX were to accept any kind of doctrinal compromise, then in no way could the 
SSPX both come under the present Holy See (2+2=4 or 5), and still “retain its 
characteristics” (based on 2+2= exclusively 4). The practical agreement would exercise 
a constant and finally irresistible pressure to make Catholic doctrine no longer 
exclusive but inclusive of error, which would be to adopt the Freemasons’ ideology and 


to abandon the very reason for existing of Archbishop Lefebvre’s SSPX. 


And thirdly, Tornielli may well be right that an agreement is not certain, but he and 
his “Vatican insider” are absolutely wrong if either of them thinks that the problem is 
one of “different sensitivities.” Sensitivities are subjective. The central problem 
between the Vatican and Archbishop Lefebvre’s SSPX is as objective as 2+2=4. At no 
point in time, reaching backwards or forwards into eternity, on no planet or star 


created or creatable, can 2+2 ever be anything other than, exclusively, four. 


When all Archbishop Lefebvre’s efforts had failed in the negotiations of May 1988 to 
obtain from then Cardinal Ratzinger a secure place for the Faith within the 
mainstream Church, he said some famous words: “Your Eminence, even were you to 
give us everything we wanted, still we would have to refuse, because we are working to 
christianize society, whereas you are working to de-christianize it. Collaboration 


between us is not possible.” 


Kyrie eleison. 
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TOMATO STAKES - I 


No. CCXVII (217) September 10, 2011 


If woman is to man as tomato-plant to stake, then she needs to wrap herself 


compliantly around him for both their sakes. 


A little while back a family wife and mother told me she was having a hard time 
communicating with her husband. They could hardly talk to one another about what 
was going wrong without ending up mad at each other. Rightly or wrongly, I sensed 
that her problem was this universal, deliberate and diabolical denial of the 
marvellously complementary role designed by God for man and woman in marriage. 
Here is what I wrote for her. She said it helped her. May it help others. By the way, 
ladies, 1 do NOT think all the problem is on your side! 


I am sorry to hear of a rough passage in your marriage. Rule number One: never argue 
with your husband in front of, or within earshot of, the children. They come first. You 
cannot help the family by pulling down your husband, or arguing with him in front of 
them. On the contrary. 


Rule number Two: RESPECT your husband, even if he may not always deserve it. 
Women run on love, men on ego, a huge difference. That is why St Paul - WORD 
OF GOD ~ says, “Wives, obey your husbands, husbands, cherish your wives.” Huge 
difference! In any marriage where the husband shows love for his wife and where the 
wife respects her husband, normally the essence of a contented marriage is there. And 
if he does not show love for you, at least make yourself lovable, which you will never 


do by fighting with him. 


Let it cost you what it may, respect your husband. He needs your respect more than 
he needs your love. You need his love more than you need his respect. Obey him. 
Never show that you are telling him what to do. Get him to decide to do what you 
want him to do. And for the wife to work outside the home is not a good thing, 
especially if she earns more than he does. If you have to earn, and do earn more, 


NEVER let it show. Disguise the fact. A man needs to see himself as the 
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breadwinner, as the head of the house. You are the heart, just as necessary as the head 


for the family, maybe more so, but you are not the head. And if you are sometimes 


forced to act as the head, do not let it show, BUT DISGUISE IT. 


I would be surprised if you could not make the marriage work. It usually depends on 
the woman to adapt herself to the man, and not the other way round. Russian proverb 
—“As the tomato plant is to the stake (around which it climbs),so the woman is to the 
man.” If he is not a stake, do all you can to make him into one. And if you cannot, 
then once more disguise the fact. God makes women more adaptable than men, so 


that they will adapt to their men. 


You once said that the family needed money to educate the children. Has it occurred 
to you that the best and most important education of your girls is in their mother’s 
kitchen? Assuming that the mother is at home. You have much more to give your girls 
by your example than any school outside the home can give them. And give them the 
precious example of a wife and mother that obeys and respects her husband despite 





everything. Children are very observant. Your example is of crucial importance for the 


happiness of their future marriages and homes. 


Argue with your husband if you like, but quietly, respectfully, and away from the 
children. And do not say, “I too have been out working all day long, I too need 
understanding at home.” For mothers to work outside the home is not normal, and 
the men sense it, even if it is their own fault. Men are what they are. This is the man 
that God appointed for you to marry. Give your children the example of respecting 
him. That is a precious gift, especially to your girls. All families today need a lot of 
prayer. Mother of God, help! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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PERIL ETERNAL 


No. CCXVIII (218) September 17, 2011 


For any human being to achieve eternal salvation may be a hazardous undertaking, but 


free choices greatly increase or decrease the hazards. 


“Why are we human beings here on earth?” an old friend just asked me. I said, of 
course, “To praise, love and serve God, and by so doing to save . . .” He broke in — 
“No, that’s not the answer I want,” he said. “What I mean is that before I came into 
existence, I was not, and I was not in any danger. Now that I exist I am seriously 
exposed to the danger of losing my soul. Why was I given, without my consent, this 


perillous existence which, once given, I could no longer refuse?” 


Expressed in this way, the question is serious, because it casts a doubt on the goodness 
of God. Certainly it is God who gives to each of us life and thereby sets before us the 
choice which we cannot opt out of, between the steep and narrow path to Heaven and 
the broad and easy road to Hell (Mt. VII,13-14). Certainly the enemies of the 
salvation of our souls, the world and the flesh and the Devil, are dangerous, because 
the sad fact is that the majority of souls fall into Hell at the end of their lives on earth 
(Mt.XX,16). Then how can it be fair for me to find myself in such danger by no 


choice of my own? 


The answer is surely that if the danger was in no way by my own fault, then indeed life 
might be a poisoned gift. But if often the danger is in good part by my own fault, and 
if the very same free-will that when used wrongly enables me to fall into Hell, also 
enables me when used rightly to enter upon an eternity of unimaginable bliss, then not 
only is life not a poisoned gift, but it is a magnificent offer of a glorious reward out of 
all proportion to the relatively slight effort which it will have cost me on earth to avoid 


the danger and make the right use of my free-will (Is. LXIV,4). 


But the questioner might object that none of those three enemies of his salvation are 


his fault:— “The world which incites us to worldliness and concupiscence of the eyes 





is all around us from cradle to grave, and can only be escaped at death. The weakness 
of the flesh goes with original sin, and goes back to Adam and Eve. I wasn’t around 


then! The Devil also existed long before I was born, and is running wild in modern 
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times!” 


To which one can reply that the three enemies are still all too liable to be our own 


fault. As for the world, we have to be in it, but we do not have to be of it (Jn. 





XVII,14-16). It depends on us whether we love the things of this world, or prefer to 
them the things of Heaven. How many prayers in the Missal ask for the grace to 
prefer the things of Heaven! As for the flesh, the more we flee from its concupiscence 
within us, the more it can lose its sting, but which of us can say that he has by no 
personal sin of his own strengthened the concupiscence and the danger, instead of 
weakening it? And as for the Devil, his power to tempt is strictly controlled by 
Almighty God, and God’s own Scripture assures us that God offers us the grace 
necessary to overcome the temptations he allows (I Cor.X,13). In brief, what St 
Augustine says of the Devil applies also to the world and the flesh — they are like a dog 


chained up which can bark but not bite, unless one chooses to go too close. 


So there is indeed an inescapable degree of spiritual danger in human life, but it 
depends on us, with God’s grace, to control that danger, and the reward is out of this 


world (I Cor. II,9). 


Kyrie eleison. 
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CRISIS FILMS 


No. CCXIX (219) September 24, 2011 


Two films made recently about the financial crisis of 2008 should make people realize 


that not capitalism but Catholicism is the answer. 


Two interesting films have already appeared about the arrival in the USA of the 
financial and economic crisis which has been threatening since 2008 to undermine the 
whole Western way of life. Both films are well made. Both are persuasive. Yet one 
says the bankers are heroes while the other says they are villains. If Western society is 


to have any future, the contradiction deserves thought. 


The documentary film Inside Job consists of a series of interviews with bankers, 
politicians, economists, businessmen, journalists, academics, financial consultants, etc. 
There emerges a frightening picture of greed and collusion in fraud at the top of 
American society in all these domains. Free enterprise was the justification for the 
financial de-regulation of the 1980’s and 1990’s, which gave to the money-men 
steadily more power until they were able to bring under their control all politicians or 
journalists or academics of influence. Thus a process of merciless plundering of the 
middle and working classes is still going on. The anger of the victims is building 
towards an explosion, but at least for the moment the money-men cannot stop 
gorging at the trough they have so well designed for themselves. “Greed is good. It 


makes the world go round,” say the banksters. 


In the second film, Too Big to Fail, the dramatic events of autumn 2008 centring 
around the collapse of Lehman Brothers, a major New York investment bank, are 
re-constructed. Hank Paulson, then Secretary of the US Treasury, is shown making a 
classic free enterprise decision by refusing a government bail-out to let Lehman 
Brothers go bankrupt. But the result is such a shock to the global financial 
community, threatening a meltdown of worldwide finance and commerce, that 
Paulson with his comrades in government and with the help of all the leading bankers 
of New York has to persuade the US Congress to approve a taxpayer bail-out of all the 
big banks which cannot be allowed to fail. He just succeeds. The system is saved. The 


government and bankers are the heroes of the day. Once again capitalism is proved to 
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be the marvel we always knew it was — thanks to socialist intervention! 


Then are the bankers heroes or villains? Answer, heroes at the very most in the short 
run, but certainly villains in the long run, because it needs very little common sense to 
realize that, all society requiring selflessness, no society can be built on greed, meaning 
selfishness. In any society there will always be the haves and the have-nots (cf. Jn.XI, 
8). The managers of society who have the money and power absolutely must look after 
the masses who have neither, otherwise there will be revolution and chaos. Of course 
the globalists are planning on this chaos tomorrow to give them world power the day 


after, but while they may propose, it is God who disposes. 


Meanwhile Catholics and anybody who cares about the future should go to see both 
films and then ask themselves some hard questions about capitalism and free 
enterprise. How on earth could capitalism be saved this time only by socialism? Is 
government then really all that bad? Is capitalism really all that good? How can a 
society possibly depend on greedy men to survive? How can it have got itself into such 
a dependency? And is there any sign right now that anybody is asking such questions? 
Or is everybody’s worship of Mammon — let us call things by their name — proceeding 


unchecked? 


Unless Jesus Christ absolves men of their sins through his priests, no post-Incarnation 
system of society can ultimately work. Capitalism only ever lived off the Catholicism 
from earlier centuries. It is today’s exhaustion of Catholicism that spells the death of 


capitalism. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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TENTH ANNIVERSARY 


No. CCXX (220) October 1, 2011 


Proofs pile up that 9/11 was an inside job. Catholics, wake up! The official lies 


threaten ultimately to undermine your Faith! 


The tenth anniversary of 9/11 came and went on September 11, three weeks ago. 
Apparently in the US media there was such a downpour of sentimentality for the 
occasion as to make the recent torrential rains on the eastern seaboard look like a light 
shower. However, before it becomes “anti-semitic” even to raise the question, let us 
with an American commentator of indisputable intelligence and integrity ask just 


what was the reality of that event. 


The commentator is Dr Paul Craig Roberts who announced several months ago his 
retirement from writing. He was discouraged by the lack of readers interested in the 
truth. Fortunately his retirement did not last long. He is a truth-teller, and there are 
too few of them around. “In America Respect for Truth is Dead” is the title of his 
Sept. 12 article, published on infowars.com. As he suggests, the loss of truth is the real 
drama, both of 9/11 and of the ten years succeeding, not only in the USA, but in fact 


all over the world. 


Dr Roberts has himself a scientific background, and as such he says he was wholly 
persuaded by the scientific evidence presented in a Sept. 8-11 meeting held in 
Ryerson University, Toronto, Canada, on the 9/11 events. In the four days of 
hearings, distinguished scientists, scholars, architects and engineers presented the fruit 
of their research into the 9/11 events (their findings may still be accessible at 
http://www.ustream.tv/channel/thetorontohearings). Dr Roberts writes that their 
researches “proved that the WIT'C7 building was a standard controlled demolition and 
that incendiaries and explosives brought down the Twin Towers. There is no doubt 
whatsoever about this. Anyone who declares the contrary has no scientific basis on 
which to stand. Those who believe in the official story believe in a miracle that defies 


the laws of physics.” 


Dr Roberts quotes a few of the many scientific proofs presented in Canada, for 


instance the recent discovery of nano-thermite in the dust produced by the fall of the 
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Towers, but he writes that “the revelation of malevolence is so powerful that most 
readers will find it a challenge to their emotional and mental strength.” Government 
propaganda and the “Presstitute media” have such a grip on minds that most people 
seriously believe that only “conspiracy kooks” challenge the government’s story. Facts, 
science and evidence no longer count for anything (somebody I know has run into 
that!). Dr Roberts quotes a Chicago and Harvard law professor even proposing that all 
fact-based doubters of government propaganda should be shut down! 


G.K.Chesterton once famously said that when people stop believing in God, they do 
not believe in nothing, they will believe in anything. Gravest of all amongst the many 
millions of 9/11 truth-losers are the Catholics who cannot or do not want to see the 
evidence for 9/11 being an inside job, who cannot or do not want to see the truly 
religious dimensions of the worldwide triumph of such a mind-bending lie as 9/11 
represents. Let such Catholics beware. It may seem a wild exaggeration to say that 
they risk losing the Faith, but do we not have the terrifying example of Vatican II just 
behind us in time? Did not in the 1960’s far too many Catholics take such a 
sympathetic view of the modern world as to think that their Church should be 
adapted to it? Was not Vatican II the result? What did it do to their Faith? 


Kyrie eleison. 
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ATHEISTS’ THEISM? 


No. CCXXI (221) October 8, 2011 


A remark of Brahms concerning his Violin Concerto shows that even without the 


Catholic Faith a man can appreciate God’s objective order. 


There is a fascinating quote of the famous German composer, Johannes Brahms 
(1833-1899), which shows how a man may have no religious faith at all, yet still 
recognize that there is an objective order. Such a recognition is a handle on reality, 
and it gave to Brahms access to a great deal of beauty, shown forth in his music. The 
crisis of countless modern souls is that they are convinced that there is nothing 
objective at all. They are imprisoned within their own subjectivity, which makes for a 


very bare prison, and for suicidal music! 


In 1878 Brahms wrote for an outstanding violinist, his friend Joseph Joachim 
(1831-1907), one of his loveliest and most beloved works, the Violin Concerto in D. 
When he heard Joachim play it, he said, “Hmm — yes . . . it could be played that way.” 
In other words while Brahms was composing the Concerto, he had been hearing it in 
his mind’s ear being played in such and such a way, but he recognized that the 
somewhat different use that somebody else might make of his composition was also 


legitimate. 


Now undoubtedly there are ways of performing the Concerto which Brahms would 
not have accepted, but so long as a performer made use of his composition to 
approach by a different way the goal he had himself approached in composing, then 
Brahms felt no need to insist on his own approach. The objective goal mattered more 
than the subjective approach, so that if by composing he had provided all kinds of 
performers with an access to that goal, then — within certain limits — they were all of 


them welcome to play the Concerto how they liked. Object above subject. 


Ultimately that means God above man, yet Brahms was no believer. The Catholic 
Czech composer, Antonin Dvorak (1841-1904), friend and admirer of Brahms, once 
said of him, “What a great man! Such a great soul! And he believes in nothing! He 
believes in nothing!” Brahms was no Christian — he deliberately left out of his German 


Requiem any mention of Jesus Christ. Nor did he admit to being any kind of believer 
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— he said that the Bible texts he had used in the Requiem were there for their 
expression of feeling rather than for any profession of religion. Subject above object. 
And to this professed disbelief on the part of Brahms corresponds, one may hold, the 


lack of a certain spontaneity and joy in much of his music. 


But how much autumnal beauty it contains, and carefully crafted order! This 
craftsmanship and reflection of the beauties of Nature, for instance in the Violin 
Concerto, call to mind Our Lord saying how there are souls that deny him in word 
but honour him in deed (Mt.XXI, 28-29). Today when almost all souls deny him in 
word, how many there are that still in some way or other, for instance in music or in 
Nature, honour at least the order that Our Lord has planted throughout his universe. 
Such faithfulness is by no means yet that Catholic Faith which alone can save, but it is 
at least that smouldering wick which should not be extinguished (Mt.XII, 20). 


Let all Catholics gifted with the fullness of the Faith have discernment for such souls 
around them, and let us have compassion on the multitudes being led away from God 


by his enemies, in music and in all domains (Mk.VII, 2). 


Kyrie eleison. 
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ANCESTRAL PRIDE 


No. CCXXII (222) October 15, 2011 


Despite Vatican II, what the Catholic Church always used to teach on the deicide of 


the Jews is still true. 


In his second volume on the life of Jesus published several months ago, Pope Benedict 
XVI made remarks enabling journalists to jump to the conclusion that the Jews must 
no longer be held responsible for deicide, i.e. the killing of God. Worse, on May 17 
the executive director of the US Bishops’ Conference’s Secretariat for Ecumenical and 
Interreligious Affairs said that one cannot charge the Jewish people with deicide at 
any time in history without falling out of communion with the Catholic Church. 
Against what many people today want to believe, it is time to recall, however briefly, 


what the true Church always used to teach on the judicial murder of Jesus. 


Firstly, the killing of Jesus was truly “deicide,” ie. the killing of God, because Jesus 
was the one of the three divine Persons who in addition to his divine nature had taken 


a human nature. What was killed on the Cross? Only the human nature. But who was 





killed on the Cross in his human nature? None other than the second divine Person, 


i.e. God. So God was killed, deicide was committed. 


Secondly, Jesus died on the Cross to save all of us sinful human beings from our sins, 
and in this sense all men were and are the purpose of his death. But only the Jews 
(leaders and people) were the prime agents of the deicide because it is obvious from 
the Gospels that the Gentile most involved, Pontius Pilate, would never have 
condemned Jesus to death had not the Jewish leaders roused the Jewish people to 
clamour for his crucifixion (Mt. XXVII, 20). Certainly the learned leaders were more 
guilty than the unlearned people, says St Thomas Aquinas (Summa III, 47, 5), but 
they all cried together for Jesus’ blood to come down upon them and their children 


(Mt. XXVII, 25). 


Thirdly, at least Pope Leo XIII considered there to be a real solidarity between the 
Jews clamouring then for Jesus to be killed and the collectivity of Jews of modern 
times. Did he not in his Act of Consecration of the Human Race to the Sacred Heart 
of Jesus have the entire Church, from the end of the 19th century onwards, pray to 
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God that he turn his “eyes of mercy towards the children of that race, once God’s 
chosen people: of old they called down upon themselves the Blood of the Saviour; may 


it now descend upon them a laver (i.e. washing) of redemption and life”? 


But Leo XIII is by no means alone in observing such a continuity amongst Jews down 
the centuries. Do they themselves not lay claim today to the land of Palestine on the 
grounds that it is theirs by right from the God of the Old Testament? Has there ever 
been a race-people-nation on the face of the earth more proudly self-identifying as 
identical down the ages? Originally raised by God to cradle the Messiah, alas, when he 
came they refused, collectively, to recognize him. Collectively also, meaning there are 
always noble exceptions, they have remained faithful to that rejection, so that they 


changed their religion from that of Abraham and Moses and the Old Testament to 





that of Anas, Caiphas and the Talmud. Tragically, their very messianic training by 
God drives them to go on rejecting the one whom they hold to be a false messiah. 
Until they convert at the end of the world, as the Church has always taught they will 
do (cf. Rom. XI, 26-27), they seem bound to choose to go on acting, collectively, as 


enemies of the true Messiah. How can the Pope let go of such ancient truths? 


Kyrie eleison. 
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VIRTUOUS PAGANS 


No. CCXXIII (223) October 22, 2011 


Central to true religion is a certain response to life and to God which pagans can have 


and which Catholics can lose. 


On reading (EC 221) how the music of Brahms is proof of a certain greatness of soul, 
a young Brazilian reader asks if the wick smouldering in Brahms was not smouldering 
better than it does in a lukewarm Catholic (cf. Mt.XII, 20). The contrast is designed 
to highlight the virtue of the pagan and to question the virtue of “warm, lazy” 
Catholics. Of course pagan virtue is praiseworthy and Catholic lukewarmness is 
blameworthy, but a greater question lies behind: just how important is it to be a 
believing Catholic? How important is the virtue of faith? The answer must remain, it 


is as important as eternity is long. 


That faith is a virtue of supreme value is evident from the Gospels. How often does 
Our Lord, after working a miracle of physical or spiritual healing, tell the person 
involved that it is their faith that obtained for them the miracle, e.g. for Mary 





Magdalene (Lk.VII, 50). Yet Scripture makes it equally clear that this meritorious 
faith is something deeper than just an explicit knowledge of religion. For instance, 
Roman centurions can have known little to nothing of the true religion in its day, the 
Old Testament, yet of one of them Our Lord says he has not found so great faith in 
Israel (Mt. VIII, 10), another of them recognizes as the Son of God the crucified Jesus 
whom the experts in religion had done nothing but mock (Mt.XXVII, 41), while a 
third, Cornelius, blazes the trail for all Gentiles who will enter the true Church (Acts, 
X, XI). What did these pagan centurions have that the priests, scribes and ancients did 


not have, or no longer had? 


From beginning to end of all men’s life on this earth, pagans and non-pagans alike are 
constantly confronted with a variety of things good, all coming ultimately from God, 
and of things evil, coming from the wickedness of men. But God himself is invisible 
while wicked men are all too visible, so it is all too easy to disbelieve in the goodness 
or even existence of God. However, men of good heart will believe in the goodness of 


life while discounting, relatively but not absolutely, the evil, whereas men bad of heart 
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will discount the good that is all around them. Now neither may have any explicit 
knowledge of religion, but whereas good-hearted men, like the centurions, will pick 
up on it as soon as it crosses their path, the bad-hearted will scorn it, more or less. 
Thus the innocent Andrew and John picked up immediately on the Messiah 
(Jn.1,37—40), whereas the learned Gamaliel took rather more time and persuading 
(Acts V, 34-39). Let us say then that at the heart of the explicit and knowing virtue of 
faith lies an implicit trust in the goodness of life and in whatever Being lies behind it, 


a trust that can be undermined by false doctrine or shaken for instance by scandal. 


If we return to the case of Brahms, the question then becomes, did he have at least 
this implicit trust in the goodness of life and of the Being behind it? Surely the answer 
is no, because he spent the whole second half of his life in what was then the capital 
city of music, Catholic Vienna. There the beauty of his music must have led numerous 
friends and even priests to urge upon him the explicit fulfilment of that beauty in the 
profession and practice of Vienna’s religion, but all such appeals he must have refused. 


Therefore it seems all too possible that he did not save his soul . .. God knows. 


Nonetheless we thank God for his music. As St Augustine marvellously said, “All 
truth belongs to us Catholics.” Likewise all beauty, even if crafted by pagans! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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DELINQUENT FINANCE I 


No. CCXXIV (224) October 29, 2011 


Fractional reserve banking is a key piece in the mechanism by which the servants of 


Mammon are taking over God’s creation. 


The imminent collapse of global finance, and/or the advent of global finance on the 
way to global government which that collapse has been designed to bring on, should 
be making souls think: how did we get into this mess, and how do we get out of it? If 
Almighty God has had no part to play in such a serious crisis, then obviously he is not 
serious but just a feel-good Sunday pastime. On the other hand if he is as important as 
once the builders of medieval cathedrals obviously thought, then neglecting him will 


have had a central part to play in today’s triumph of finance over reality. 


Indeed one must go back to the Middle Ages to understand where today’s disaster has 
come from. As the Faith began to droop after the high Middle Ages, so men became 
more and more interested in Mammon, the other great motivator of their lives 
(Mt.VI, 24). Thus money, natured to be the servant of the exchange of real goods and 
services, was unhooked from nature to become modern finance, master of the global 
economy. A key step in this process, leading directly to today’s mountains of 
unpayable debt in all directions, enslaving the world to the visible bankers, or rather to 


their invisible controllers, was the post-medieval spread of fractional reserve banking. 


When money serves the economy, a wise State will ensure that its total quantity in 
circulation goes up and down with the total quantity of real goods to be exchanged in 
that economy, so that its value will remain steady. Too much money chasing too few 
goods will mean its value drops by inflation. Too little money pursued by too many 
goods will mean its value rising, by deflation. Either way its changing value 
destabilizes all exchanging of goods. Now if banks, in which depositors deposit real 
money, need keep only a fraction of that real money in reserve to back a much larger 
quantity of paper money which they can put into circulation, then by putting too 
much or too little into circulation, they can play with the value of money and make 
fortunes by lending out cheap money and demanding back expensive money. Thus 


financiers can take over control from the State. 
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Worse, if fractional reserve banking enables banks to disconnect money from reality 
and fabricate it at will, and if they can charge even slight compound interest on their 
funny money, then logically they can — and do! — suck all real value out of an economy, 
reducing most depositors to borrowers and most borrowers to hopeless debt-slaves, or 
mortgage-slaves, taking care only not to kill off completely the goose laying the golden 
eggs for their benefit. The divinely inspired wisdom of the law-giver Moses was to put 
brakes on all lenders’ power by cancelling all debts every seven years (Deut.XV,1-2), 
and by restoring all property to its original owners every 50 years (Levit.XXV, 10)! 


And why did Moses, great man of God and therefore man of deep “spirituality,” 
concern himself with such materialistic questions? Because as bad economics can turn 
men to despair, towards Hell, away from God — look around you, today and above all 
tomorrow — so good economics make possible a wise prosperity which in no way 
worships Mammon, but makes it rather easier to trust in the goodness of God and to 


worship and love him. Man is soul and body. 


Moses would surely have smashed fractional reserve banking, like he smashed the 


Golden Calf! 


Kyrie eleison. 
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CONSPIRACY THEORIES 


No. CCXXV (225) November 5, 2011 


One may well take conspiracy theories either too lightly or too seriously, but in any 


case the main problem is abandoning God. 


Following on the recent “Eleison Comments” on deicide (EC 222), some readers may 
hope that “Eleison Comments” will often mention the part played by Jews in world 
affairs, but they risk being disappointed. In 225 issues that have appeared so far, I 
doubt whether the Jews have been mentioned by name in much more than half a 
dozen. For, whatever problem they may or may not represent, they are certainly not 
the primary problem. The primary problem is the godlessness of modern man, which I 


hope most readers find is the central concern of “Eleison Comments.” 


Conspiracy theories, like that of the Jews conspiring to dominate the world, are 
plentiful, but there are two exaggerations between which it is wise but not easy to hold 
the right balance. Most people follow the media in holding that all conspiracy theories 
are nonsense and the only people who believe in them are “conspiracy nuts.” On the 
other hand a small minority of people, but with strong convictions, hold that all world 
events are to be explained by some conspiracy or other, especially a Jewish conspiracy. 


The essential truth was best told by a famous Church writer 1800 years ago. 


Tertullian (160-220) said that the Catholic Faith and Jewish power are like the two 
pans of a pair of scales: as Catholic Faith goes up, so Jewish power goes down, and as 
Catholic Faith goes down, so Jewish power goes up. But the Faith overtops the power. 
That is why the primary problem is not the Jews, but the increase or decrease of the 
Faith amongst men. That is why conspiracies do exist, they have an important part to 
play and they are not to be merely scorned, but the central problem is men turning 
away from the true God in his one true Church. In brief — and here is the crucial point 


— the Gentiles have only themselves to blame if Jewish power is today so great. 





Therefore whoever begins to see what notably Disraeli and Woodrow Wilson hinted 
at but could hardly say openly, namely that there is a dark power behind the scenes 
directing world events, let them not lose their balance in cursing the Illuminati or the 


Jews or the Freemasons or whoever, but let them realize the wisdom of the words of 
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Pius X: “Let every man do his duty, and all will be well.” That is because our first duty 
is towards God, as the First Commandment indicates, so that if we all did our duty 
and made our way back to God, it would be mere child’s play for him to undo that 
present power of his various enemies which he alone let them have in the first place by 


not intervening to prevent it. 


Thus before Our Lady appeared at Fatima in 1917, the anti-Catholics had brought 
the government of Portugal completely under their control, but when virtually the 
entire Portuguese people prayed and did penance as Our Lady had asked, then she 
simply dissolved the anti-Catholics’ power in a bloodless revolution. Portugal became, 
in the godless 20th century with Communism triumphing everywhere, the showcase 
of a Catholic State. 


The most intelligent of God’s enemies are well aware that they are serving him as a 





scourge to be laid across the backs of his unfaithful people. If only God’s friends 
would understand how they are being scourged by his enemies to help all souls to turn 
to him and so get to Heaven, then conspiracy theories would all drop into place: 


neither more, nor less, important than they really are. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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TOMATO STAKES - II 


No. CCXXVI (226) November 12, 2011 


If man is to woman as stake is to tomato-plant, then he must stand firm by his work, 


and tall by God. 


When “Eleison Comments” quoted (Sept. 10, 217) the Russian proverb likening 
woman and man to a tomato-plant and the stake around which that plant clings and 
climbs to bear fruit, it used the comparison to expound on the nature and role of 
woman. A woman reader then asked how it applies to men. Alas, our crazy age is 


trying to wipe out all these basics of human nature. 


On God’s design for man and woman, profoundly different but sublimely 
complementary, there is of course much more to be said than a mere comparison from 
the garden can say. At every Catholic wedding Mass, the Epistle compares the 
relations between husband and wife to those between Christ and his Church. Worthy 
of note in this passage (Ephesians V, 22-33) is how St Paul lays out at length the 
consequent duties of the husband, briefly those of the wife. Already we may suspect 
that today’s men are greatly responsible for the loss of sanity between contemporary 
man and woman, but let us leave the supernatural mystery for another occasion and 
return to the garden, because it is above all the natural basics that are being attacked 


today by the enemies of God and man. 


For a tomato-stake to serve a tomato-plant it needs two things: it must stand tall and 
it must stand firm. If it does not stand tall, the plant cannot climb, and if it does not 
stand firm the plant cannot cling, or wrap itself around the stake. ‘The firmness, one 
might say, depends on a man’s wrapping himself around his work, while the tallness 


depends upon his reaching for God, no less. 


As for the firmness, in all times and places where human nature has not been twisted 
out of all recognition, the man’s life revolves around his work while the woman’s life 

revolves around her family, starting with her man. If the man makes the woman the 

centre of his life, it is as though two tomato plants were clinging together — both will 
finish in the mud, unless the woman takes on the part of the man, which she was 


never meant to do, and which she should at least never wish to do. A wise woman 
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chooses for husband precisely a man who has found his work and loves it, so that 


while he is firmly wrapped around it, she can wrap herself around him. 


As for the tallness, just as the stake must point to the sky, so a man must reach for 
Heaven. Leaders need a vision with which to inspire and lead. Archbishop Lefebvre 
had a vision of the restoration of the true Church. Similarly when the faith of 
Cardinal Pie (1815-1880) saw unmanliness in the men of the 19th century all around 
him, he attributed it to their lack of faith. Where there is no faith, he said, there are 
no convictions. No convictions, no firmness of character. No firmness of character, no 
men. St Paul was thinking along the same lines when he said, “The head of every man 
is Christ; and the head of the woman is the man; and the head of Christ is God” (I 
Cor.XI, 3). Therefore to recover his manliness, let a man turn to God, put himself in 
order beneath him, and it will be that much easier for a wife to put herself in order 


beneath her man, and the children beneath both of them. 


But “beneath” is not to be understood as any kind of tyranny, either of husband over 
wife, or of parents over children. The stake is there for the tomato. It was a wise Jesuit 
who said that the best thing a man can do for his children is to love their mother. 
Men do not run on love as women do, so they can easily fail to understand how 
women need to love and to be loved. In fact, a teaspoonful of affection, and she is 
good for another hundred miles. The Holy Ghost says it rather more elegantly: 
“Husbands, love your wives and be not bitter towards them” (Col. III, 19). 


Kyrie eleison. 
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FINANCIAL SOLUTIONS 


No. CCXXVII (227) November 19, 2011 


An Internet commentator proposes financial and political reforms for today’s crisis, 


but all such solutions depend on religion to succeed. 


Numbers of commentators on economic questions are presently writing or saying that 
the world’s financial system is on the brink of collapse. None of them are sure of the 
timing, but many of them predict that it will be a major collapse. Yet before the onset 
of the financial crisis in 2008, few people saw it coming because they were comfortable 
in a way of life that seemed well established and for ever moving forward. However, if 


these commentators are right, it is about to come off its hinges. 


We should all of us be thinking what went wrong and how it should be put right. 
Here below are a series of practical proposals, adapted from a recent article on the 
website Burning Platform. One need not agree with each of them to begin envisaging 
alternatives to our present broken system. There are political and financial proposals. 


Let us begin with the latter:— 


*Nationalize those banks which by being “Too Big to Fail” can hold the State to 
ransom. Let any consequent losses fall on the people responsible or involved, not on 
the taxpayer. *Re-institute (in the USA) the Glass-Steagall Act to stop banks from 
ever becoming so big again. “Re-institute mark to marketing accounting rules, so that 
banks can no longer pretend that their assets are worth much more than they are 
worth in the market-place. “Regulate the derivatives market so that likewise no 
financial entity can become so big that it can threaten to crash the entire system if it 
goes under (as happened in the USA with AIG). *Simplify the present highly 
cumbersome system of income tax, or replace it altogether with a consumer tax, and 
eliminate corporate tax breaks. Notice how such proposals may be explicitly financial, 
but they are implicitly political, because to be put into practice they would need a 
significant change in the political way of thinking of the people and especially of the 
leaders. Finance depends on politics. Here are the more obviously political proposals, 
which may be disputed, but they at least point in the right direction:— 


*To combat the corruption of too comfortable politicians, impose term limits. To 
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combat the corruption of elections by special interests, cut out all lobbying and 
lobbyists. *I'o cut down the power of the central bank, take away its control of the 
nation’s money supply. “Re-organize the States’ welfare benefits, today so draining the 
States’ finances that tomorrow they will be able to benefit nobody. *Re-instruct the 
people to go without, and to accept a lower standard of living, so that instead of 
spending society into oblivion, they build it by saving. “Do what can be done to 
replace suburban sprawl by more self-sufficient communities. “Renounce world empire 
so as to cut down the enormous military spending of the USA, for instance by 


bringing thousands of troops home from their bases all over the world. 


Here again, for such proposals to be put into practice, they require great changes in 
the people’s way of thinking, especially in that of the leaders. Political decisions 
depend upon what people value more, or most. Why are we alive? To enjoy on earth, 
or to be truly happy for eternity? Is that an either-or question? Is there an eternity? 
Thus politics depend on religion, or on the lack of it. Will today even a financial crash 





bring anyone to their senses? 


Kyrie eleison. 
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STATE RELIGION - I 


No. CCXXVIITI (228) November 26, 2011 


Until Vatican II the Church always taught that every State on earth has a duty to 
foster and protect the Catholic religion. 


What part should the State play in protecting or promoting the Catholic religion? 
Any Catholic who knows that Catholicism is the one true religion of the one true 
God can only answer that the State, being also a creature of that God, is bound to 
serve as best it can his one true religion. On the other hand any liberal who believes 
that the State is incompetent to tell which is the true religion because, for instance, 
religion is in any case the individual’s business, will answer that the State must protect 
the right of all its citizens to practise the religion of their choice, or none at all. Let us 


look at the Catholic arguments. 


Man comes from God. His nature comes from God. Man is by nature social, so his 
socialness comes from God. But the whole man, not just part of him (First 
Commandment), owes worship to God. So the socialness of man owes worship to 
God. But the State is nothing other than the society formed by the socialness of all its 
citizens joining together in their body politic. Therefore the State owes worship to 
God. But amongst all different worships necessarily contradicting one another 
(otherwise they would not be different), maybe all are more or less false but certainly 
one alone can be fully true. So if there is such a worship, fully true and recognizable as 
such, that is the worship which every State, as State, owes to God. But Catholicism is 
that worship. Therefore every State, as State, owes Catholic worship to God, 


including even today’s England or Israel or Saudi Arabia! 


But an essential part of worship is to render to God the service of which one is 
capable. Of what service is the State capable? Of great service! Man being social by 
nature, his society has a great influence on how he feels, thinks and believes. And a 
State’s laws have a decisive influence on moulding its citizens’ society. For instance, if 
abortion or pornography are made legal, many citizens will come to think that there is 
little or nothing wrong with them. Therefore every State has in principle a duty by its 


laws to protect and promote Catholic faith and morals. 
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Such is the clear principle. But does that principle mean that every non-Catholic 
should be rounded up by the police and burnt at the stake? Obviously not, because the 
purpose of worshipping and serving God is to give him glory and to save souls. But 
inconsiderate action on the part of the State will have the opposite effect, namely of 
discrediting Catholicism and alienating souls. Therefore the Church teaches that even 
a Catholic State has the right to abstain in practice from taking action against a false 
religion when taking that action would cause a still greater evil, or hinder a greater 
good. But every State’s duty in principle to protect Catholic faith and morals remains 


intact. 


Does that mean forcing Catholicism on the citizens? Not at all, because Catholic 
belief is not something that can be forced — “Nobody believes against his will” (St 
Augustine). What it does mean is that in a Catholic State where taking such action 
may or should not be counter-productive, the public practice of all religions other than 
Catholicism may or should be prohibited. This logical conclusion was denied by 
Vatican II, because Vatican II was liberal. Yet it was common practice in Catholic 


States before the Council, and it will have helped many souls to be saved. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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ACCURSED LIBERALS 


No. CCXXIX (229) December 3, 2011 


Liberals are punished in this life by becoming false crusaders, true tyrants and 


effeminate men. True leaders can come only from God. 


Liberalism is a frightful disease, consigning to eternal Hell millions upon millions of 
souls. It “liberates” the mind from objective truth and the heart (will and affections) 
from objective good. The subject reigns supreme. It is man in the place of God, with 
man allowing to God only as much importance as man chooses to allow him, and that 
is normally not much. Almighty God is put on a leash, so to speak, like an obedient 
little puppy dog! In fact the “God” of the liberals is a mockery of the true God. But 
“God is not mocked” (Gal.VI, 7). Liberals are punished already in this life by 


becoming false crusaders, true tyrants, and effeminate men. 


A classic example of the false crusader is provided by the revolutionary priests in Latin 
America, according to Archbishop Lefebvre. He used to say that priests losing the 
Faith under the influence of the modernizing movement in the Church made the 
most terrible of revolutionaries, because to the false crusade of Communism they 
would bring all the force of the true crusade for the salvation of souls, for which they 


had been trained, but which they no longer believed in. 


The true crusade being for God, for Jesus Christ, for eternal salvation, then when it is 
no longer believed in, it leaves a correspondingly huge gap in people’s lives, which they 
attempt to fill by crusading for anything and everything: for a ban on tobacco (but 
freedom for marihuana and heroin); for a ban on capital punishment (but freedom to 
execute efficacious right-wingers); for a ban on tyrants (but freedom to bomb any 
country into “democracy”); for the sacredness of man (but freedom to abort the human 
baby in the womb) — the list can go on and on. The contradictions just highlighted are 
perfectly consistent in the liberals’ crusade for a total new world order to replace the 
Christian world order. They pretend they are not fighting Christ, but the pretence is 


wearing thin. 


Liberals also become, logically, true tyrants. Since they have “liberated” themselves 


from any God or Truth or Law above them, then there remains only the authority of 
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their own minds and wills to impose on their fellow human beings whatever it may be. 
For example, having lost all sense of any Tradition limiting his authority, Paul VI 
forced upon the Catholic Church in 1969 his New Order of Mass, to fit the New 
World Order, regardless of the fact that only two years before a significant number of 
bishops had rejected a substantially similar experimental rite of Mass. What did he 
care for the opinions of anyone beneath him, unless they were liberals like himself? 


They did not know what was good for them. He did. 


Logically again, liberals become effeminate, because they cannot help taking 
everything personally. Yet any sane opposition to their authoritarianism is based on 
that Truth or Law above all human beings which the liberals are flouting. That is how 
Archbishop Lefebvre resisted the liberalism of Paul VI, but Paul VI could only think 
that the Archbishop wanted to take his place as Pope. He was incapable of 
understanding that there was a far higher Authority than his own, on which the 
Archbishop in all tranquillity was leaning. Who needs to worry that the Lord God 


will ever fail? 


Sacred Heart of Jesus, grant us to deserve the good leaders who can come only from 


you. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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STATE RELIGION - II 


No. CCXXX (230) December 10, 2011 


Three common objections to the Church’s doctrine that every State should be 


Catholic are answered. Nobody is to be forced to believe. 


According to the religion of liberalism — it cannot be said too often that liberalism 
serves as a substitute religion — it is absolute heresy to declare that every State on earth 
should support and protect the Catholic religion. Yet if God exists, if Jesus Christ is 
God, if any natural society of human beings, such as the State, is a creature of God, 
and if Jesus Christ founded the Catholic Church as his one and only instrument for 
the saving of men from the eternal fires of Hell, then unless a State wants to be an 
enemy of mankind, it is bound to favour and protect the Catholic Church. But there 


are objections to this conclusion. Let us look at three of the most common:— 


First objection: Our Lord himself said to Pontius Pilate Jn. XVIII, 36) that his 
Kingdom was not of this world. But the State is of this world. Therefore the State 
should have nothing to do with his Kingdom or his Church. 





Solution: Our Lord was telling Pilate that his Kingdom and the State are distinct but 
he was not saying that they should be separate. A man’s soul is distinct from his body, 
but to separate them is the death of the man. Parents are distinct from their children, 
but to separate them (as Child Agencies today are liable to do) is the death of the 
family. Church and State are as distinct from one another as life on earth is distinct 
from eternal life, but to separate them is to put a gulf between the first and the second, 


and it is to increase greatly the number of citizens who will fall into Hell. 


Second objection: The Catholic religion is true. But Truth can be left to make its own 
way. Therefore the Catholic religion needs no coercive power of the State to help it, 
such as the suppression in public of the practice of all other religions. Solution: In 
itself, indeed “The truth is mighty and will prevail,” as the Latins said, but amongst us 
men it will not prevail easily, because of original sin. Were all human beings (except 
Our Lord and Our Lady) not afflicted ever since the Fall with the four wounds of 
Ignorance, Malice, Weakness and Concupiscence , then much less would get in the 


way of truth prevailing, and Thomas Jefferson might be right in proclaiming that 
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truth needs only to be exposed in the market-place to prevail. But Catholics know 
what the Church teaches, namely that man remains even after baptism subject to the 
downward drag of original sin, so that to find that truth without which he cannot save 
his soul, he needs all reasonable help from his State. ‘That reasonable help excludes the 
State’s trying to force anyone to be Catholic, but it includes the State’s keeping 


dangerous anti-truths out of Jefferson’s market-place. 


Third objection: Great power can be greatly misused. Now the union of Church and 
State is very powerful for them both. Therefore it can do great harm — just see how 
the Conciliar Church and the secular New World Order are empowering one another! 
Solution: “Misuse cannot stop use,” said the Latins. Should Our Lord not have given 
us the Holy Eucharist on the grounds that it can be gravely misused? The Conciliar 
Church re-uniting with the liberal State is a powerful misuse of the union of Church 


and State, but it proves the wrongness of liberalism, not the wrongness of the union of 


Catholic State with Catholic Church. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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ROME INSISTS 


No. CCXXXI (231) December 17, 2011 


An essay by one of the four Roman theologians who took part in the Rome-SSPX 


Discussions shows that Rome’s position is unchanged. 


At about the same time that Bishop Fellay was letting it be known that the SSPX will 
ask for clarification of the Doctrinal Preamble (Rome’s reaction to the doctrinal 
discussions running from 2009 to spring of this year), one of Rome’s four theologians 
taking part in those discussions, Monsignore Fernando Ocariz, published an essay 
“On Adhesion to the Second Vatican Council.” His timing shows that we are not out 
of the woods, on the contrary! But let us look at his arguments, which are at least 


clear. 


In his introduction he argues that the “pastoral” Council was nonetheless doctrinal. 
What is pastoral is based on doctrine. What is pastoral seeks to save souls, which 
involves doctrine. The Council documents contain much doctrine. Good! The 
Monsignore is at least not going to dodge doctrinal accusations levelled at the Council 


by pretending the Council was not doctrinal, as have done many of its defenders. 


Then on the Church’s Magisterium in general, he says that Vatican II consisted of the 
Catholic bishops who have “the charism of truth, the authority of Christ and the light 
of the Holy Spirit.” To deny that, he says, is to deny something of the very essence of 
the Church. But, Monsignore, what about the mass of Catholic bishops going along 
with the Arian heresy under Pope Liberius? Exceptionally, even the near unanimity of 
Catholic bishops can go doctrinally astray. If it happened once, it can happen again. It 


happened at Vatican II, as its documents show. 


He proceeds to argue that the Council’s non-dogmatic and non-defined teachings 
nevertheless require of Catholics their assent, called “religious submission of will and 
intellect,” which is “an act of obedience well-rooted in confidence in the divine 
assistance given to the Magisterium.” Monsignore, to the Conciliar as to the Arian 
bishops no doubt God offered all the assistance they needed, but they refused it, as is 


shown by the departure of their documents from his Tradition. 
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Finally Monsignore Ocariz begs the question by arguing that since the Catholic 
Magisterium is continuous and Vatican II was the Magisterium, therefore its 
teachings can only be continuous with the past. And if they look like a break with the 
past, then the Catholic thing to do is to interpret them as though there is no such 
break, as does for instance Benedict XVI's “hermeneutic of continuity.” But 
Monsignore, these arguments can be turned around. In fact there is a doctrinal break, 
as is clear from examining the Conciliar documents themselves. (For instance, is there 
(Vatican II), or is there not (Tradition), a human right not to be prevented from 
spreading error?) Therefore Vatican I was not the Church’s true Magisterium, and 
the Catholic thing is to show that there is indeed this break with Tradition, as did 
Archbishop Lefebvre, and not to pretend that there is no such break. 


The Monsignore’s last word is to claim that only the Magisterium can interpret the 


Magisterium. Which takes us right back to Square One. 
Dear readers, Rome is not by any means out of the woods. Heaven help us. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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NECESSARY CHILD 


No. CCXXXII (232) December 24, 2011 


Another Internet commentator urges that States should take back control of money 


from private bankers. But who will guard its new guardians? 


Constantly in the news today is the world’s financial and economic crisis, especially in 
Euroland. A Dutch commentator (courtfool.info) proposes for his country a classic 
solution: get State money out of the hands of the banksters. Christmas may seem a 
strange moment to consider such money problems, but the whole question is whether 


apparent solutions are real solutions. 


Unless the Euro was positively designed as a means of forcing political unity upon the 
variety of European nations, it was, as a common currency for a dozen very different 
national economies, flawed from the start. To begin with it did enable the poorer 
member nations to borrow and spend, borrow and spend, while it did help the richer 
nations to export and lend, export and lend, but the process could not go on for ever. 
When the poorer countries could no longer manage even the interest on their debts, 
the richer countries were also threatened with the paralysis of their economies by the 


bankruptcy of their major banks that had made the foolish loans. 


At this point the European Commission, the European Central Bank and the 
International Monetary Fund co-operate to provide emergency funding, in other 
words to solve the problem of debt by more debt! However, a condition of receiving 
these funds is that the hopelessly indebted countries must submit to international 
guardianship, which will impose spending cuts that make the national governments 
less and less able to rule. As for the richer governments, they too must make 
themselves unpopular by cutting spending, in order to cover the losses incurred by 


their major banks’ foolish loans, says Mr.de Ruijter. 


Now comes his solution. He says it is simple. Instead of pouring dozens of billions 

more into a Euro that is doomed to disappear sooner or later, and instead of having 
the international agencies impose spending cuts, “we can introduce State money.” A 
State central bank will replace the present central bank which, as in almost all States 


of the world, is now under private control. The State bank alone will be authorized to 
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create money. All loans will be supplied as State money. All private or non-State 
banks will be forbidden to create balances out of thin air, in other words fractional 
reserve banking will be forbidden (cf. EC 224). These non-State banks will receive a 


fee for their services, but they will not be allowed to charge interest. 


And who will control the State bank? Mr.de Ruijter writes, “It will fall under the 
responsibility of the Minister of Finance, and it will be controlled by Parliament. A 


commission of well formed people will watch over the long term interest of the money 


system.” 





Well and good. But, Mr. De Ruijter, who will do the forming of these “well formed” 
people? At what school will they learn truly to look after the common good? And 

what motivation will be given to them powerful enough to prevent them from being 
cunningly bought out by the banksters? Democracy? It is democracy that has landed 


Europe in its present mess! 


There is only one true and complete solution: the divine Child in the Crib of 
Bethlehem. Happy Christmas, dear readers (and thanks to all of you that sent me a 
Christmas card, but thanks also to those that didn’t!). 


Kyrie eleison. 
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NEW YEAR 


No. CCXXXIII (233) December 31, 2011 


Many commentators foresee a great crash occurring in 2012. What matters is to live 


in God’s grace, and to trust in him. 


And so another year closes out without the sky having fallen in. I have for decades 
been saying that it is falling in, for instance to a little group of people in France some 
five or seven years ago. Amongst them was an SSPX priest who had been a seminarian 
in Econe when I was a professor there in the late “70’s and early ‘80’s. “Your 
Excellency,” he said, “Weren’t you saying that 25 years ago?” But he said it with a 
smile, so he may have thought that one day I could be right. 


Then will 2012 be the year when the sky falls in? Plenty of worldly commentators 
think that it could well be the year in which the world economy implodes. Certainly 
debt cannot keep on piling up the way it has been piling up for decades. For instance 
welfare entitlements are an unbearable burden on the budget of many a Western 
democracy, but almost by definition a democratic politician is incapable of taking the 
severe decisions necessary to restore fiscal sanity, because if he wants to be re-elected 
he cannot touch them. It has been well said that a democracy can last for only as long 


as the people do not realize that the cash till belongs to them. 


Then is 2012 the year in which the Western democracies finally crash? Maybe. But 
maybe not. Many people today have a sense of some disaster looming. Surely it cannot 
take yet another 30 years to arrive, one says. But one has been saying that now for 
many years. Perhaps people are so drunk on liberalism that ever increasing doses of 
chaos leave them unconcerned. Nevertheless while the wheels of God grind slowly, 
says the proverb, they do grind exceeding small. In other words all of God’s bills have 
to be paid, and the day of reckoning will come, and on accounts far more serious than 


those of mere welfare entitlements. 


This year, next year, some time, never? Certainly not never. It will come in God’s 
good time. The year is relatively unimportant. As Hamlet says (Act V, 2), “There is a 
providence in the fall of a sparrow. If it be now, ‘tis not to come; if it be not to come, 


it will be now; if it be not now, yet it will come: the readiness is all.” There is a 
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Providence. There is a God, and his timing is the best of all. “Gottes Zeit ist die 


allerbeste Zeit,” says the German proverb. 


Nor does God require of easily most of us to undertake action to attempt to hold back 
Church and world on their present course to destruction. I am willing to bet that 
many of the world’s public leaders feel in private helpless to do anything, and I wonder 
if even the world’s secret controllers, hell-bent on world domination, feel at all times 
confident that they have their game in hand. “Only I can help you now,” the Mother 
of God has said. 


What God does require of us is to live in his grace and to trust him. When the crash 
comes, in 2012 or whenever, from a human point of view it will no doubt be rather 
unpleasant, but from God’s point of view his chastisements are acts of mercy. St. Paul 
quotes Proverbs (III, 11-12): “My son, reject not the correction of the Lord, and do 
not faint when thou art chastised by him. For whom the Lord loveth, he chastiseth.” 
And St Paul goes on (Heb.XII, 7-8): “Persevere under discipline. God dealeth with 
you as with his sons. For what son is there whom the father doth not correct? But if 
you be without chastisement, whereof all are made partakers, then are you bastards 


and not sons.” 
The Catholic readiness is all, as of the wise virgins (Mt.XXV, 13). Happy New Year. 


Kyrie eleison. 
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